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Names of Attorneys.

For Defendant and Plaintiff in Error:

FRANK J. HENNESISY, Esq., and SIDNEY

P. ROBERTSON, Esq., San Francisco,

California.

For Plaintiff and Defendant in Error:

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, San Fran-

cisco, Cal.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

District Court of the United States, Northern

District of California.

Clerk's Oface.

No. 6579'.

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
YS.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.

Praecipe for Transcript of Record.

To the Clerk of said Court:

iSir: Please prepare transcript on Writ of Error

and include therein the following papers:

Indictment; Demurrer to Indictment; Minute Or-

der, Jan. 10, 1918; Minutes of Trial, Jan. 17, 1918;

Verdict; Motion for New Trial; Motion in Arrest of

Judgment; Minutes of Jan. 19, 1918; Judgment;

Petition for Writ of Elror; Assignment of Error;

Order Allowing Writ of Error; Cost Bond; Bill of

Exceptions and all orders extending time to docket

record on appeal; Original Writ of Error and Origi-
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nal Citation and Stipulation and Order as to Origi-

nal Exhibits.

PRANK J. HEISTNESSY and

iSIDNEY P. ROBERTSON,
Attorneys for Plaintiff in Error.

[Endorsed] : Piled Oct. 2, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. M. Taylor, Deputy Clerk. [1*]

In the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court for the Northern District of Califor-

nia^ First Division.

(Indictment.)

Violation Sec. 13, Act May 18, 1917, and Sec. 37,

c. c. u. s.

At a stated term of said court begun and holden

at the City and County of San Prancisco, within and

for the Southern Division of the Northern District

of California, on the first Monday of November, in

the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred

and seventeen,

—

The Grand Jurors of the United States of Amer-

ica, within and for the Division and District afore-

said, on their oaths present : THAT
BLANCHE GRANCOURT and CHARLES DIAS,

each late of the State and Northern District of Cal-

ifornia, heretofore, to wit, during the month of Au-

gust, and on or about the seventeenth day of said

month, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine

*Page-number appearing at foot of page of original certified Transcript

of Eecord.
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hundred and seventeen, in violation of the Act of

May 18th, 1917, section 13 thereof, which said Act

is entitled: "An Act to authorize the President to

increase temporarily the Military Establishment of

the United ^States," and the order of the Secretary

of War made on the 25th day of July, 1917, in pur-

suance of said Act, wherein and whereby it was

made unlawful for houses of ill-fame, brothels,

bawdy or assignation houses, to be set up or kept

mthin five miles of any military camp, station, fort,

post, cantonment, training or mobilization place be-

ing used for military purposes by the United States,

the said Blanche Grancourt and Charles Dias did, at

San Francisco, in the Southern Division of the

Northern District of California, during the times

aforesaid, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly keep a

house of ill-fame at number 531-A Jackson Street m
said city and county of San Francisco, Division and

District aforesaid, in which, as defendants then and

there well knew, prostitution was carried on; that

said house of ill-fame is and was, at all of the times

mentioned herein, within five miles of a military

post, to \\it. Fort Mason and the Presidio [2] of

San Francisco, both of which, during all of said

times herein mentioned, were and now are bemg

used for miUtary pui-poses of the United States.

AGAINST the peace and dignity of the United

States of America, and contrary to the form of the

statute of the said United Spates of America in such

case made and provided.

SECOND COUNT.

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, on their oaths
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aforesaid, do further present: THAT
BLANCHE GRANCOURT and CHARLES BIAS,
hereinafter called the defendants, each late of the

State and Northern District of California, did, at

San Francisco, in the Southern Division of the

Northern District of California, during the month of

August, and on or about the seventeenth day of

said month, in the year of our Lord one thousand
nine hundred and seventeen, in violation of section

13' of the Act of May ISth, 1917, entitled: ''An Act
to authorize the President to increase temporarily

the Military Establishment of the IJnited States,"

and the order of the Secretary of War made on the

25th day of July, 1917, in pursuance of said Act,

wherein and whereby it was made unlawful for

houses of ill-fame, brothels, bawdy or assignation

houses to be set up or kept within five miles of any
military camp, station, fort, post, cantonment, train-

ing or mobilization place being used for military

purposes by the United States, the said defendants

did, at San Francisco, in the Southern Division of

the Northern District of California, during the times

aforesaid, unlaT\^ully, wilfully and knowingly re-

ceive and permit to be received in a certain build-

ing or structure at 531-A Jackson Street in San
Francisco, aforesaid, certain women, the names of

whom are to the Grand Jurors aforesaid, unknown,

for the purpose of prostitution; that said building

or structure is and was at all of the times mentioned

herein, within five miles of a military post, to wit,

Fort Mason and [3] the Presidio of San Fran-

cisco, both of which during all of the times herein
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mentioned, were and now are being used for mili-

tary purposes of the United States.

AGAINST the peace and dignity of the United

States of America, and contrary to the form of the

statute of the said United States of America in such

case made and provided.

THIRD COUNT.

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, on their oaths

aforesaid, do further present: THAT

BLANCHE GRANCOURT and CHARLEiS DIAS,

hereinafter caUed the defendants, each late of the

State and Northern District of California, did, at

San Francisco, in the Southern Division of the

Northern District of California, during the month

of August, and on or about the tenth day of said

month, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine

hundred and seventeen, knowingly and feloniously

combine, conspire, confederate and agree together

and with divers other persons whose names are to

the Grand Jurors aforesaid, unknown, to commit an

offense against the United States, that is, to say,

the offense of knowingly and wilfully violating sec-

tion 13 of the Act of May 18th, 1917, entitled: "An

Act to authorize the President to increase tempor-

arily the Military Establishment of the United

States," and the Order of the Secretary of War

made on the 25th day of July, 1917, in pursuance of

said Act, wherein and whereby it was made unlaw-

ful for houses of ill-fame, brothels, or bawdy houses

to be set up or kept within five miles of any mili-

tary camp, station, fort, post, cantonment, training

or mobilization place being used for military pur-
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poses of the United States, that is to say

:

They, the said defendants, did, at the time and
place aforesaid, and while the United States of Amer-
ica was at war with the German Empire, as aforesaid,

unlawfully, knowingly and feloniously conspire,

combine, confederate and agree together, and with

said [4] divers other persons whose names are to

the Grand Jurors aforesaid, unknown, to keep and

set up within five miles of certain military posts, to

wit, the Presidio of San Francisco and Fort Mason,

San Francisco (which said Presidio of San Fran-

cisco and Fort Mason were, during all the said times

as defendants then and there well knew, being used

for military purposes by the United States), certain

houses of ill-fame, brothels and bawdy-houses; and

to receive within certain places, structures and

buildings located within five miles of the Presidio of

San Francisco and Fort Mason, w^hich places, struc-

tures and buildings were, as defendants and each of

them then and there w^ell knew, used for purposes of

lewdness, assignation and prostitution; and to per-

mit persons to remain for immoral purposes in said

places, structures and buildings.

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, on their oaths

aforesaid, do further present that the said conspir-

acy and agreement between the said defendants and

the said other persons whose names are to the

Grand Jurors aforesaid unknown, was continuously,

throughout all the time from and after the said

tenth day of August, 1917, and at all of the times

herein mentioned, and particularly at the time of the

commission of each and all of the overt acts in this
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indictment set forth, in existence and in course of

execution.

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, on their oaths

aforesaid, do further state that in furtherance of

said conspiracy, and to effect and accomplish the

object thereof, the said defendants Blanche Gran-

court and Charles Dias did, at San Francisco, in the

Southern Division of the Northern District of Cali-

fornia, during the month of August, and on or about

the 17th day of said month, in the year of our Lord

one thousand nine hundred and seventeen, wilfully,

knowingly and feloniously keep and run a house of

ill-fame wherein prostitution and immorality was

carried on, to wit, at 531-A Jackson Street, San

Francisco, aforesaid.

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, on their oaths

aforesaid, [5] do further state that in further-

ance of said conspiracy, and to effect and accomplish

the object thereof, the said defendants Blanche

Grancourt and Charles Dias did, at San Francisco,

in the Southern Division of the Northern District

of California, during the month of August, and on

or about the 17th day of said month, in the year of

our Lord one thousand nine hundred and seventeen,

wilfully, knowingly and feloniously receive and

permit to be received in a certain building or struc-

ture at number 531-A Jackson Street, certain

women, whose names are to the Grand Jurors afore-

said unknown, for immoral purposes.

AGAINST the peace and dignity of the United

States of America, and contrary to the form of the
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statute of the said United States of America in such

case made and provided.

JOHN W. PRESTON,
United States Attorney.

A true bill.

GEORGE R. CHAMBERS,
Foreman.

[Endorsed] : Filed Jan. 4, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By T. L. Baldwin, Deputy Clerk. [6]

In the District Court of the United States, Northern

District of California, First Division.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

CHARLES DIAS and BLANCHE GRANCOURT,
Defendants.

Demurrer to Indictment.

Now come the defendants and demurring to the in-

dictment herein, for grounds of demurrer, allege

:

L
That said indictment does not nor does any coimt

therein contained charge or state facts sufficient to

constitute a public offense under the laws of the

United States, against said defendants or either of

them.

Wherefore, defendants pray that judgment be en-

tered herein, dismissing and discharging them of

said Indictment.

FRANK J. HENNESSY,
Attorney for Defendants.
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[Endorsed]: Filed Jan. 10, 1918. Walter B.

Maling, Clerk. [7]

At a stated term of the District Court of the United

States, for the Northern District of California,

First Division, held at the courtroom thereof,

in the city and county of San Francisco, State

of California, on Thursday, the 10th day of Jan-

uarj^, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine

hundred and eighteen. Present: The Honor-

able OSCAR A. TRIPPET, District Judge.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT et al.

Minutes of Court—January 10, 1918, Arraignment,

Plea and Order Overruling Demurrer to Indict-

ment.

The defendants, Blanche Grancourt and Charles

Dias, each being present in person and with their at-

torney, Frank J. Hennessey, Esq., were arraigned,

waived the reading of the indictment, and presented

and filed a demurrer to the indictment which demur-

rer was submitted and being fully considered, it was

ordered that said demurrer be and the same is hereby

overruled. Thereupon the defendants being asked

what was their plea to the indictment, each said "not

guilty." Upon motion of J. E. Colston, Esq., Assist-

ant United States Attorney, it is ordered that this

case be set for trial on January 17, 1918. [8

J



10 Blanche Grancourt vs.

At a stated term of tbe District Court of the United

States, for the Northern District of California,

First Division, held at the courtroom thereof,

in the city and county of San Francisco, State

of California, on Thursday, the 17th day of Jan-

uary, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine

hundred and eighteen. Present: The Honor-

able MAURICE T. DOOLING, District Judge.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT et al.

Minutes of Courts-January 17, 1918—Trial.

This case came on regularly this day for trial, the

defendants being present in person and with their

attorney, Frank J. Hennessey, Esq., and J. E. Col-

ston, Esq., Assistant United States Attorney, being

present for the Government. And the following-

named persons, to wit

:

H. R. Scott, Leon P. Lowe,

Edward N. Neuwald, S. G. 0'. King,

Peter Hamilton, A. G. Albertson,

Frank A. Smith, Bernard Reiss,

Albert B. Southard, Forest W. Carey,

Fred H. Meyer, A. Eloesser,

twelve good and lawful jurors, were, after being ex-

amined under oath, duly impaneled and sworn to try

the issues joined herein. Mr. Colston made the

opening statement to the Court and jury on behalf

of the Government. Fredk. O. Biermann, Marvin E.



TJie United States of America. 11

Dowell, Eoy N. Crowder, Geo. J. Olinimus, Charles

Goff, Thos. J. McKeon and John A. Johnson were

sworn and testified on behalf of the Government and

the Government rested. Blanche Grancourt was

sworn and testified on behalf of defendants and de-

fendants introduced in evidence and filed their ex-

hibits marked ''1," "2," "3," ''4," ''5," "6," ''7,"

''8" and '^9," and defendants rested. In rebuttal

Geo. J. Ohnimus and Marvin E. Dowell were re-

called and testified for the Government. [9] The

evidence being closed, counsel made their arguments

to the Court and jury, at the conclusion of which the

Court having instructed the jury, they retired at

3:10 o'clock P. M. to deliberate upon their verdicts.

At 4:05 o'clock P. M., the jury returned into court

and being asked if they had agreed upon their ver-

dicts, they answered that they had and returned the

following verdicts which were ordered recorded,

namely: "We, the Jury, find Blanche Grancourt, the

defendant at the bar, guilty on the First Count of

the Indictment, and Guilty on the Second Count of

the Indictment, and not guilty on the Third Count of

the Indictment. L. P. Lowe, Foreman,"—and

"We, the Jury, find Charles Dias, the defendant at

the bar not guilty on the First Count of the Indict-

ment and not guilty on the Second Count of the In-

dictment and not guilty on the Third Count of the

Indictment. L. P. Lowe, Foreman," Ordered

that the jury be discharged, that said defendant,

Charles Dias, go hence without day and that his bond

be exonerated and the surety on his bond discharged.

Ordered that this case be continued to January 19,
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1918, as to defendant, Blanche Grancourt, for judg-

ment. * * * [10]

In the District Cornet of the United States, in and

for the Southern Division of the Northern Dis-

trict of California.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.

Bill of Exceptions.

BE IT REMEMBERED, that heretofore, the

Grand Jury of the United States, in and for the

Southern Division of the Northern District of Cali-

fornia, did file and return in, to and before the above-

entitled court its indictment against the defendants

Blanche Grancourt and Charles Dias, and thereafter

the said defendants appeared in court, and upon be-

ing called to plead to said indictment, each filed a de-

murrer to said Indictment, as shown by the record

herein, and the said demurrers being overruled by

the Court, the said defendants duly pleaded not

guilty, as shown by the record herein, and the cause

being at issue, the same came on for trial on the 17th

day of January, 1918, before the Hon. M. T. Dooling,

District Judge, and a jury duly empaneled, the

United States being represented by James E. Col-

ston, Esq., and the defendants being represented by

Frank J. Hennessy, Esq., the following proceedings

were had

:
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Testimony of Fred 0. Biermann, for the

Grovernment.

FRED O. BIERMANN, called as a witness for the

United States, being first duly sworn, testified as

follows

:

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What is your occupation'?

A. Police officer in the city and county of San

Francisco.

Q. Were you a police officer during the month of

August, 1917'?' A. I was. [11]

Q. What, if any, detail were you w^orking on dur-

ing that month'?

A. I was attached to the Morals Squad, under the

supervision of Lieutenant Charles Goff.

Q. What special duties were you performing'?

A. We had orders to suppress vice and the selling

of liquor to soldiers.

Q. Did you during the month of August see Mrs.

Grancourt or Mr. Dias ? A. I did.

Q. Where did you see them'?i

A. I saw them in the rooming-house conducted by

them at 531-A Jackson Street.

Q. Is this rooming-house within five miles of Fort

Mason or the Presidio '? A. I should think so.

Q. Do you knowf A. I don't know.

Q. Can you state if it is or is not ?

A. I would state that it is.

The COURT.—Is there any question made about

the distance'?

Mr. HENNESSY.—I don't thmk so. I think it

is within the five-miles limit.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Are they used for military
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(Testimony of Fred O. Biermann.)

purposes by the United States Government?!

A. Yes.

EXCEPTION No. 1.

Q. Tell the gentlemen of the jury of your visit to

5'31-A Jackson Street, San Francisco, and any con-

versation had with these defendants regarding the

character of the inmates of their house, and also any

conversation had by any of the inmates and you in

the presence of the defendants, Mrs. Grancourt and

Mr. Dias.

A. The night in question, August 17th, about

9:15 P. M., we entered this place known as the ''Co-

lumbus Rooms," at 531-A Jackson Street. At the

head of the stairs we met Mrs. Grancourt. We
started to look through the house, and I asked if any

of the girls were in the house. So we went upstairs

afterwards and Officer Dowell found a soldier in one

of the rooms, with one of the girls.

Q. Was that in your presence f

A. I went upstairs and saw them [12] there

myself. In another of the rooms further down the

hall, we finally got into that room and found another

soldier in that room with another one of the women

;

he was hiding behind a door. I took the both men

out and conferred with Mr. Dias and Blanche Gran-

court and the women, and they made a statement to

the effect that they had come into the place just

shortly before we did.

The COURT.—The women <?

A. No, the men. The statement of the men in the

presence of the women and the two defendants was



The United States of America. 15

(Testimony of Fred O. Biermann.)

to the effect that they had just come into the place

shortly before we had. As they came to the head of

the stairs they met Blanche Grancourt, and they

asked her if there were any women in the house

—

Mr. HENNESSY.—We object to that as hearsay.

The COURT.—The objection is overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.

EXCEPTION No. 2.

A. (Contg.) When they came in there they said

when they arrived they asked her if they had any

women in the house and she said, "Yes."

Mr. HENNESSY.—That is objected to as hear-

say.

The COURT.—Do I understand that this was in

the presence of both of the defendants and of the

girls'?

Mr. COLSTON.—Is that right?

A. The statement—I made a few notes and the

soldiers signed them. I have the statements here.

Mr. HENNESSY.—We object to that statement.

The COURT.—We want your recollection of what

the soldiers said, and what reply, if any, the defend-

ants made.

EXCEPTION No. 3.

A. (Contg.) The soldiers said,—one soldier, L.

Selby, said, that [13] that he was invited to take

his pick of the three women in room 2, and he picked

out a girl and took her to one of the rooms ; and while

there she made a price of $1.50 to him. The other

soldier said he came in with his friend. At the

head of the stairs he met Blanche Grancourt and he
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(Testimony of Fred 0. Biermann.)

was invited to take his pick ; he picked out one of the

girls; they walked upstairs, and the landlady,

Blanche Grancourt, followed them up to the stairs.

They went to this certain room and he had been in

there a very short time with the girl, she told him to

keep quiet, the police were in the house ; that he had

not gotten to the point of making any price. The

defendants in the action did not say one way or the

other, whether it was true, or not.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Do you know the names of

these women? A. I do.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I would like to move to strike

out all of the officer's testimony of the statement

made by the soldiers on the ground it is hearsay.

The COURT.—The motion is denied.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.

EXCEPTION No. 4.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Who were these women?

A. One of the girls was Alice Newman, one was

Paulet Dupont.

Q. Do you recognize these as pictures of any of

the women in question f

A. This woman right here is one of them.

Q. Pauline Dupont? A. Yes.

Q. What did she do for a living?

A. Prostitute.

Mr. HENNESSY.—We object to that as incom-

petent, irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—Overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception. [14]
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(Testimony of Fred 0. Biermann.)

EXCEPTION No. 5.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Are these the pictures there

of those two ? A. No.

Q. Did you see either one of these women in this

house?

A. Yes ; and arrested by me out of that house on

that night.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I move to strike out the an-

swer.

The COURT.—Motion denied.

Mr. HENNESSY—Exception.

EXCEPTION No. 6.

Mr. COLSTON—Q. Goldie and Blanche were

taken out % A. Yes.

Q. What did she do for a living?

Mr. HENNESSY.—The same objection.

The COURT.—Overruled.
Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. Prostitution.

EXCEPTION No. 7.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What does she do for a liv-

ing?

Mr. HENNESSY.—The same objection, ruling

and exception.

The COURT.—Yes.
A. She is a prostitute.

Mr. COLSTON.—I desire to offer these photo-

graphs in evidence as Govermnent Exhibit No. 1.

Mr. HENNESSY.—We object to them as incom-

petent, irrelevant and immaterial.
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(Testimony of Fred 0. Biermann.)

The COURT.—I do not think the photographs

show anything.

Mr. COLSTON.—I will only offer them for identi-

fication.

Q. Mr. Biermann, do you know when these pho-

tographs were made, or by whom? [15J

Mr. HENNESSY.—We object to that as incompe-

tent, irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—Sustained. This witness has tes-

tified that these women were prostitutes, and that

they were there.

EXCEPTION No. 8.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Do you know how long these

women lived there ?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as incompetent,

irrelevant and immaterial. I think he should con-

fine himself to the periods charged in the indictment.

The COURT.—I don't think so. I would not want

him to wander too far afield. The objection is over-

ruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. To my knowledge they had been there some few

months prior to this.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Did you see any other

women there ? A. Outside of these women ?

Q. Yes.

A. I have on other occasions, when other arrests

have been made, other women were there.

Q. On the night in question, how many arrests

were made from this place f

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as incompetent,



The United States of America. 19

(Testimony of Fred 0. Biermann.)

irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—That is wholly immaterial.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. How many people did you

see there on this night in question?'

A. There were the two defendants ; four prosti-

tutes, and 2 soldiers.

Q. Did you have any conversation with the de-

fendants as to who was running the place ?

A. I did.

Q. Who did they say was the proprietors or run-

ning the placed

A. Mr. Dias; in the presence of Blanche Gran-

court he stated [16] they were man and wife, and

that they had run it for some time past.

Cross-examination.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Q. Mr. Biermann, does Bias

speak English *?

A. Well enough to be understood.

Q. Do you know whether he understands the Eng-

lish language?'

A. From the questions I put to him and the an-

swer he gave, he seemed to.

Q. You are quite sure that he told you that

Blanche Grancourt and he were man and wife?

A. That is what he told me.

Q. That he and she were keeping this house?

A. Yes.

Q. Who were the soldiers that went up there on

this evening, the 17th of last August?

A. One was Al. Selby, Company E, 5th Regiment,
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and the other was Louis Jones, same company, and
the same regiment.

Q. Were they sent out by the so-called Morals

Squad of the police department ?

A. They were not.

Q. Had you seen them a short time before they

went into this house on that evening f

A. No, I had not.

Q. You are quite sure that Jones stated in the

presence of the defendants on that evening they told

him to take his pick of any girl ? A. I am.

Q. Had you seen either Selby or Jones prior to

the evening of the 17th of August ? A. I had not.

Q. Were you present in the Commissioner 's office

in this building at the preliminary hearing of this

case? A. I was.

Q. Do you recollect the statements made by Mr.

Jones upon that occasion?

A. I recollect them, yes.

Q. You recollect upon that occasion Mr. Jones

stating that when he came into the house he had no

conversation at all with either of these defendants'?

A. I cannot recall that. [17]

Q. Will you state that he did not so testify before

the commissioner?

A. I would not state because my memory does not

serve me, that was so far back.

Q. It is not quite as far as the 17th of August, is

it?

A. On that date it is much different.
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The COURT.—I don't see the materiality of that

cross-examination.

Mr. HENNESSY.—The soldiers are not going to

be here to-day. I expected they would be here. I

simply want to get the officer's best recollection as to

what Jones testified to test his credibility.

The COURT.—No. He has testified that he

heard a certain thing on the 17th of August ;
what

anybody else testified at another examination—that

is absolutely immaterial, unless that witness is on

the stand and the testimony is introduced for the

purpose of contradicting him.

Mr. HENNESSY.-^Q. What time in the evening

was it that you went up there ^' A. About 9 :15.

Q. Who were with youf

A. Officer Dowell and officer McKeon.

Q. And you found Mr. Jones in the room with a

girl? A. I did.

Q. You also found Mr. Selby in a room with a

girn A. I did.

Q. Were any acts of prostitution committed in

these rooms'? A. I don't know.

Q. Where was the defendant Dias when you went

into the house on the 17th of August "?

A. He was back in the kitchen.

Q. He was working back there?

A. Yes, in the kitchen.

Q. Where is this house located?

A. It is very near the corner of Columbus Avenue

and Jackson Street.

Q. It occupies the two upper floors of the building?
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A. Yes.

;Q. Known as the Columbus Rooming House ?

A. Yes.

'Q. How many rooms in the lodging-house I

A. Well, I guess in the [18] neighborhood of

a dozen.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I think that is all.

Testimony of Marvin E. Dowell, for the

Government.

MAEVIN E. DOWELL, called as a witness for

the United States, being first duly sworn, testified as

follows

:

Mr. COLSTON.-^Q. What is your occupation?

A. Police of&cer in the city and county of San

Francisco.

Q. Under w^hose direction are you ?

A. Lieutenant Charles Goff.

Q. Were you working under his direction during

the month of August, 1917 f A. I was.

Q, What special duties were you performing dur-

ing that month?'

A. Looking after the suppression of houses of

prostitution and the sale of liquor to soldiers, etc.

Q. Did you visit the premises known as 531-A

Jackson Street during the month of August?

A. I did.

Q. Did you see the defendants Mrs. Grancourt

and Dias ? A. I did.

Q. Who visited that place with you, officer?

A. I was there with Corporal Biermann and Offi-
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cer McKeon; if I remember right, it appears as if

Mr. McCarthy was with us that night; it I would not

be positive ; to the best of my recollection he was.

Q. Did you see these defendants on that occasion?

A. I did.

Q. Did you have any conversation with them, or

did Officer McKeon or Corporal Biermann, in your

presence ?

A. Corporal Biermann had a conversation with

them and I questioned them myself.

Q. Did you see any women in the premises other

than Mrs. Grancourt? A. I did.

Q. Do you know the names of those women?

A. I do.

Q. What are their names?

A. There was Jane Dubois, Paulet Dupont and

Alice Newman. [19]

EXCEPTION No. 9.

Q. Do you know what the occupation of these

women is?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as irrelevant, in-

competent and immaterial.

The COURT.—Overruled.
Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. I do.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What is their business?

A. Known prostitute.

Q. All of them? A. Yes.

Q. Did you see anyone else on the premises besides

the two defendants on the occasion of which you are

speaking? A. I did.
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Q. Who else did you see f

A. Al, Selby, a soldier from Company E, 5tli Regi-

ment, and Louis Jones, from the same company.

:Q'. Do you know what their occupations are ?

A. United States soldiers.

EXCEPTION No. 10.

Q. Did you hear any conversation between these

soldiers in the presence of the defendants here ?

A. I did.

•Q. Tell what took place in the hearing of the de-

fendants.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I object to any statement

made by the soldiers on the ground that is is hearsay.

The COURT.—The objection is overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. We brought the soldiers into a room with the

women, the women that were arrested and the two

defendants, and they said they had come up into the

rooming-house a few minutes previous to our coming

into the place; that they rang the bell, and that

Blanche Grrancourt opened the door, and they asked

if they had any women, any girls. She said they

did. They came upstairs; she took them into room

2 ; she told them to pick out the girl they wanted.

[20] Louis Selby picked out Paulet Dupont and

took her up to room 11 ; Louis Jones, he picked ,out

Alice Newman and took her to room 11. Selby stated

that he was given a price of $1.50 for the purpose of

prostitution.

Q. Were all four of them in the same room—two

women and two men in the same room f
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A. When we were questioning them they said so.

Q. Where did you see Selby first, in what room?
A. After I entered the place I went up to room 11,

room 12, and found L. Selby in room 12 with Paulet
Dupont. She was only clothed in a chemise or
night-shirt

; he had his clothes, his trousers off. She
was examining his private parts when I walked into

the room.

Q. Where did you see this other soldier?

A. I found him in room 11. I found him with
Alice Newman.

Q. What is that you have in your hand, Mr. Dow-
ell?

A. That is data I took down at the time of the

arrest. The statements that were made; the rooms
that I found these people in, and the statements that

were made in the presence of the defendants.

Q. At that time? A. Yes.

Q. What statement, if any, did either of the de-

fendants make regarding who was running the

house ?

A. Corporal Biermann questioned Blanche Gran-
court and Mr. Dias ; they said they were man and
wife ; and they had been married for the past thirty-

one years, and had been conducting the house for

several months.

Q. Did you see any other man in the house other

than the two soldiers that you spoke of on that oc-

casion? A. The defendant.

Q. (Contg.) And the defendant?

A. I saw no one else.
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Q. Did you during the month of August at any

other date visit this place ?'

A. I have visited the place probably 30 or 40

times in the past few months. [21]

Q. During the month of August, 1917, did you

visit it at any other time than that ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you find any prostitutes on the premises ?

A. I did, yes, sir.

Q. When was that? A. On August 4th.

Q. Who did you find there then %

A. I found Jane Dubois and Paulet Dupont.

EXCEPTION No. 11.

Q. What do they do for a living^

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as immaterial, ir-

relevant and incompetent.

The COURT.—The same ruling.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. They are prostitutes.

EXCEPTION No. 12.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What happened on August

4th, Mr. Dowell?

A. On August 4th Officer Ohnimus and myself

sent a young man that we had working with us by

the name of Roy Crowder into the premises ; he was

solicited for the purpose of prostitution.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I move to strike out the an-

swer unless it occurred in the presence of the de-

fendants.

Q. Did Officer Crowder make any statement in the

presence of the defendants ?
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A. He made a statement in the presence of Mr.

Dias.

Q. What statement did he make in the presence

of Mr. Dias^

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as immaterial, ir-

relevant and incompetent.

The COURT.—Overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.

A. He says he was solicited for the purpose of

prostitution; that he went up to the place and was

solicited for the purpose of [22J prostitution and

was stated a price.

Q. Did he state who he saw upon entering the

premises %

A. Jane Dubois, if I remember correctly, is the

woman he pointed out.

Q. Officer Ohnimus was with you on that occa-

sion"? A. He was, yes, sir.

Q. Did you see anyone else on that occasion ?

A. If I remember correctly, Blanche Grancourt

was in bed. I know on several occasions,—to the

best of my knowledge, she was in bed that night.

Q. You have been there on a great many occa-

sions ? A. Yes, sir.

Cross-examination.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Q. Had you seen Mr. Selby

earlier on the evening of August 17th?

A. I never seen the man before I met him in the

room that night.

Q. Had you seen Jones before %

A. I never saw him before.
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Q. Do you know whether these two soldiers had
been sent up to the room by the morals squad ?

A. Not to my knowledge; I don't know; no, sir. ^

:Q. What did the defendants say when this con-

versation was had with the soldiers in the presence

of the defendants on the evening of August 17 ; did

they make any statements ?'

A. To the best of my knowledge Blanche Gran-

court denied it.

Q. Did Dias say anything?

A. Not any more than that they were man and

wife and they had been married for the past 31

years.

Q. You are quite sure that Dias made that state-

ment? A. Positive of it.

Q. As a matter of fact, don't you know that Dias

does not speak English?

A. He speaks very good English; I have talked to

him on a great many occasions ; he speaks very good

English.

Q. Where was Dias on the evening of August

17th, when you went [23] into the house ?

A. He was in the kitchen; he had an apron on,

washing dishes, if I remember correctly.

Q. Of your own knowledge you don't know what

occurred when the soldiers went into the house—you

were not present?

A. When they first entered the place?

Q. Were you present?

A. Only the statements that they made.

Q. That is the only information you have upon

the subject? A. That is all; yes.
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ROY N. CROWDER, called as a witness for the

United States, being first duly sworn, testified as fol-

lows :

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Mr. Crowder, were you in

San Francisco on the 4th of August, 1917 ?

A. I was.

Q. Did you see Mr. Dias or Mrs. Grancourt on

that dayf A. I saw Mr. Dias.

Q. Where did you see him ?>

A. In the back end of the hall.

•Q. Where? A. 531-A Jackson Street.

Q. Did you see this lady there on that occasion?

A. I did.

Q. What name did she give you, if any?

A. I ain't sure ; I am not sure of the name ; I think

it was Mascott.

EXCEPTION 13.

Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Dias

on that occasion ?

Q. I confronted with Mr. Dias after the raid was

made. I stated before him that I had been solicited

in the house for prostitution.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as incompetent,

irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—Overruled.
Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
Mr. COLSTON.—Q. When you first went to the

house, who did you see ?

A. I saw this woman there and another woman.

[24]
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Q. Did you see Mr. Dias when you first appeared ?

A, Not at that time ; no, sir.

Q. Did you visit any room in there ?i A. I did.

Q. Who conducted you to the room, if anyone ?

A. That woman there.

Q. That woman whose picture I just showed you?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you have any conversation with her ?

A. I did.

Q. What was the nature of your conversation?

Mr. HENNESSY.—We object to this; it does not

appear it occurred in the presence of the defend-

ants, and it is hearsay.

The COURT.—Overruled.
Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.

A. She led me to room 3; I remember of asking

her name ; I am not sure as to what name she gave

me, but I think it was Mescott. I think I asked her

the price. She said $1.50. A little later Officer

Dowell came up and put them under arrest.

Q. Had you ever seen this woman before?

A. No.

Q. Did anyone give you a letter of introduction to

her? A. No.

Cross-examination.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Q. When did this occur?

A. About 9 :40 on August 4th.

Q. By whom were you employed at that time ?

A. I was being employed by the State Law En-

forcement League.
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Q. And working in co-operation with the morals

squad? A. Yes.

Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Dow-

ell, Mr. Biermann or with any member of the morals

squad before going up in the house? A. I did.

Q. Did you go up in the house on that evening at

their suggestion? A. I did.

Q. When you went into the house whom did you

see first? -

1

A. I met this woman that I identify in the pic-

ture. [25]

Q. Then you had a conversation with her ?

A. I did.

Q. That was not in the presence of either of the

defendants, Dias or Grancourt? A. No, sir.

Testimony of George J. Ohnimus, for the

Grovemment.

GEORGE J. OHNIMUS, called as a witness for

the United States, being first duly sworn, testified as

follows

:

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What is your occupation?

A. Policer officer, city and county of San Fran-

cisco.

Q. How long have you been such ?

A. The past 11 years.

Q. Do you know the defendants here, Blanche

Grancourt and Dias? A. Yes.

Q. Where do they live ?

A. 531-A Jackson Street.

Q. How long have they been living there ?

A. Quite a long time.
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;Q. Who was running that place?

A. I always understood that she was the landlady.

'Q. Were you there during the month of August,

1917? A. Yes.

EXCEPTION No. 14.

Q. Do you recognize either of these photographs ?

A. Yes, I do.

Q. Have you known either one of these women for

any length of time ? A. Since 1912.

Q. Where did you first meet them ?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as immaterial, ir-

relevant and incompetent.

The COURT.—Overruled.
Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. In a house of prostitution in the segregated

section of San Francisco.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. You were detailed on that, to

work in that district, were you? A. Yes, I was.

Q. Did you ever see either one of these women at

531-A Jackson Street? A. Yes. [26]

Q. How many of them ? A. All of them.

EXCEPTION No. 15.

Q. What do these women do for a living, Mr.

Ohnimus ?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as immaterial, ir-

relevant and incompetent.

The COURT.—Overruled.
Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. Prostitutes.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Did you see these women

there during the month of August? A. Yes.
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Q. How do you know them to be prostitutes ^

A. They registered in the Municipal Clinic as

such.

Q. The pictures were taken for that purpose, were

they? A. Yes.

Q. That is how they came into the possession of

the Police Department % A. Yes.

EXCEPTION No. 16.

Q. What was the character during the month of

August of the women at 531 Jackson Street ?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as immaterial, in-

competent and irrelevant.

The COURT.—Overruled.

A. Every woman I have ever seen in that place

were prostitutes.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. On August 4th were you on

those premises ? A. Yes, I was.

Q. Did you have any conversation with anyone in

the presence of either of the defendants here, or with

the defendants themselves?'

A. Not with the defendants at the time.

Q. Did you have any conversation with any-

one in the presence of the defendants ?

A. With Dias at the time. [27]

Q. Do you remember what conversation took place

in the presence of Dias %

A. I really cannot recall the exact words.

Q. You saw him there on that day, did you?

A. Yes, I did.

Q. Did he make any statement to you as to who

was conducting this house ?
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A. We had spoken to him on previous occasions

in regard to the conditions that existed there ; he said

nothing, he simply walked away on that occasion. I

think they arrested him for conducting a house of

prostitution.

Q. Did you see Roy Crowder there on August 4th'?

A. Yes, I did.

Q. Who was he with'?

A. He was in company with one of these women.

Q. Which one of the women was he in company

with? A. Paulet Dupont.

Q. What does she do for a living ?

A. She is a prostitute.

Cross-examination.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Q. When you saw Crowder

and this woman, they were not in the presence of

either of the defendants? A. No, sir.

Q. You said it was your understanding that

Blanche Grancourt conducted this house ?

A. That is what she informed me when I asked

her on previous occasions.

Q. She told you she conducted the house ?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you know how long she had been there con-

ducting this lodging-house ?

A. Quite a length of time.

Testimony of Charles G-off, for the Grovernment.

CHARLES GOFF, called as a witness for the

United States, being first duly sworn, testified as

follows

:
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Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What is your occupation?

A. Lieutenant of Police.

Q. Were you such lieutenant during the month of

August, 1917? A. I was. [28]

Q. During the months of August did you see either

of these defendants? A. I did.

Q. Where did you see them ?

A. At 531-A Jackson Street.

Q. Did you have any conversation with anyone

else in their presence ? A. I did.

Q. Tell the jury and the Court what took place in

the presence of the defendants, what was said in the

presence of the defendants, and what conversation

was had by you, or anyone else in the presence of the

defendants.

A. Sergeant Smith of the provost guard and my-

self went over to the premises at 531-A Jackson

Street; when we arrived there Corporal Biermann

had the two soldiers and four girls in the hallway, or

room adjoining the hallway; the two soldiers were

talking to the two defendants. I overheard the con-

versation partly, not all of the conversation, between

the soldiers and the defendants. I heard the defend-

ants make their statement. I saw Corporal Bier-

mann writing it down in the presence of the two de-

fendants, and these inquiries consisting as to how

they went up there. They said the landlady told

them to take their pick of the three or four girls sit-

ting in a room ; each went in and each picked out a

2:irl and went to certain rooms. I talked to the de-

fendants on this occasion as I have on many times
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previous. Mr. Dias told us that Blanche Grancourt

was his wife and they had been married over 31

years ; that he had been in the city for something

like 40 years ; and that they conducted

—

Mr. HENNESSY.—I object to that as incompe-

tent, irrelevant and immaterial.

Mr. COLSTON.-^Q. Proceed as to what was said.

A. (Contg.) They claimed ownership in the

premises and were in charge. I have visited that

place on various occasions; I had [2'9] at differ-

ent times seen the two defendants.

Q. How long have you known Mrs. Grancourt?

A. Since the 14th day of March, 1917.

EXCEPTION No. 17.

Q. Where did you first meet her ?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as incompetent,

irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—Objection overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.

A. At 531-A Jackson Street.

EXCEPTION No. 18.

Mr. COLSTON.--Q. Was she the landlady at that

time ?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as incompetent,

irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—Overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.

A. There were her and Dias.

EXCEPTION No. 1'9.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Under what condition did

you meet her on that occasion ?
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A. Raided the premises, and found several—not

several

—

Mr. HENNES'SY—Q. On what occasion is that?

A. In March.

We object to that as too remote ; and as incompe-

tent, irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—Overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. (Contg.) I found two or three or four pros-

titutes on that occasion ; we made some three or four

arrests ; I have my note of it that we made three ar-

rests on that occasion. [30]

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Have you visited that place

since then ?

A. I have visited it on several occasions.

Q, On these other occasions did you find any pros-

titutes there ?

A. There were always prostitutes there. I have

never been able to find any other women in there ex-

cepting known prostitutes, in the premises.

Cross-examination.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Qi When were you there

last? A. I w^as there last night.

Q. Whom did you find there last night ?

A. Charles Bias and the woman that stated she

took care of the premises, and Mrs. Grancourt.

Q. Did you find any w^omen there ?

A. There were none there last night except Mrs.

Grancourt and this woman.

Q. Have you visited the place frequently within

the last month ?
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A. I have not. I don't think I have been in there

since this indictment was returned.

Q. Do you know Mr. Al. Selby who was mentioned

in this testimony ?' A. I do.

Q. Did you send him up to these premises on the

evening of August 17th?

A. I did not. I never saw the man before in my
life.

Q. Do you know Louis Jones, the other soldier

who has been mentioned in the testimony %

A. I know I heard him testify and saw him that

night, but I never saw him before.

Q. When you w^ent up in the premises Sergeant

Biermann was already there, was he not ?

A. Yes.

Q. In what part of the house ?

A. The main floor, second floor of the lodging-

house.

'Q. In a room or in the corridor ?

A. There were, to the best [31] of my recollec-

tion, some of the girls were in the room, and some

right near the door ; Corporal Biermann was talking

to some of them right near the door.

iQ. Where were the defendants ?

A. I think the soldiers were standing there.

•Q. Where were the defendants ?

A. Immediately before Mr. Biermann.

Q. Were the soldiers making a statement to Mr.

Biermann ?

A. They were, and he was writing it down.



The United States of America. 39

(Testimony of Charles G-off.)

Q'. That is the statement that has been testified to

here to-day, is it?

A. I think he might have been reading it over to

them ; verifying it when I went in there ; anyhow, he

had this piece of yellow paper and was there.

Q. He was writing at the time, or reading ?

A. He was there writing, or taking his pencil and

checking over this statement.

Q. Where were the defendants,—how far away

from the soldiers?

A. That I could not say. I know they were in

the immediate vicinity ; they were altogether.

Q. You cannot state how far they were from

Biermann or the soldiers ?

A. No, I cannot; if I remember, the whole party

was not more than 4 or 5 feet apart, right in the im-

mediate vicinity.

Q. Did either of the defendants make any state-

ment at that time f A. They did.

Q. Did Mrs. Grancourt deny that she had any

conversation with either of the soldiers ?

A. I don 't think she did at that time ; I cannot re-

member distinctly what she did say.

Q. You would not want to be understood as testi-

fying that she did not deny the statement of the sol-

diers that she told him to pick out a girl ?

A. I don't know whether she denied that, or not.

[32]
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Testimony of Thomas J. McKeon, for the

Grovernment.

THOMAS J. McKEON, caUed as a witness for the

United States, being first duly sworn, testified as fol-

lows:

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What is your occupation,

Mr. McKeon? A. Police officer.

Q. Were you such police officer during the month
of August? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Working under the supervision of Lieutenant

Gom A. Yes.

Q. Did you visit 531-A Jackson Street?

A. Yes.

Q. On the 17th of August were you there ?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you see either of the defendants on the

premises on that occasion? A. Yes.

Q. Did you see both of them ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you see any soldiers there ? A. Yes.

EXCEPTION No. 20.

Q. Were any women there ? A. Yes.

Q. Do you know who these women were ?

A. Yes.

Q. Who were they?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as immaterial, ir-

relevant and incompetent.

The COURT.—Objection overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. One was Alie Newman, and a woman by the

name of Malotte.

Q. Did you see either one of these women there
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on that occasion? A. Yes.

Q. Did you see them all there? A. Yes.

EXCEPTION No. 21.

Q. What do these women do for a living"?

Mr. HENNESSY.-We object to the question as
incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial.
The COURT.—Objection overruled. [33J
Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. Prostitutes, as far as I know.
Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Did you have any conversa-

tion with those soldiers in the presence of the de-
fendants here ? A. No, sir.

Q. Did Officer Biermann have a conversation with
the soldiers in the presence of the defendants ?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you remember what that conversation was?
A. No, sir. I was not in a position to hear the

conversation. Officer Dowell had taken them into a
room in the front; I was standing at the head of the
stairway.

Ql On any visit that you made there did you ever
see any women there ? A. Yes.

Q. Do you remember who ?

A. Those pictures that were here.

Q. You have seen those women there at other
times, have you? A. Yes.

Mr. COLSTON.—That is all.

Mr. HENNESSY.—No questions.
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Testimony of John A. Johnson, for the Government.

JOHN A. JOHNSON, called as a witness for the

United States, being first duly sworn, testified as fol-

lows:

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What is your occupation?

A. Police officer.

•Q. How long have you been a police officer ?

A. Seven years and eight months.

Q. Did you ever visit 531-A Jackson Street %

A. I did.

Q. Did you ever see the defendants, or either of

them there? A. I saw Mrs. Grancourt.

Q. Did you ever see any women there other than

Mrs. Grancourt? A. I have.

Q. Did you ever have a conversation with Mrs.

Grancourt ? A. I have. [34]

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. State what the conversation

was you had with any woman on the premises.

A. I went in there with Crowder; went into the

place, knocked at the door, went up ; she said, "Come
in."

Mr. HENNESSY.—Q. Who?
A. Mrs. Grancourt. And so we went in. She

sent one girl to Crowder and went to a room ; she

sent me into another room with another girl, New-

man, Alice Newman, and made a price with her of

$1.50. This was in her presence ; right there at the

head of the stairs ; we made a price before we went

into the room, right at the head of the stairs.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. What was the first thing

said when you met Mrs. Grancourt?
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A. Mr. Crowder was the only one that spoke to

Mrs. Grancourt.

Q. Was there anything said about the girls or a

room?

A. We asked if you have any girls ; she said there

were
;
you take that one. There was a girl sitting in

the room ; anyhow she called a girl from back of the

room—a girl came from the back of the house and

stood right in the hallway. She called her up and

told her to go with me, and sent me upstairs.

Q. That is the girl with whom you had the conver-

sation ?

A. With Alice Newman and Mrs. Grancourt.

Q. Do you know this woman?

A. She conducts a rooming-house.

Cross-examination.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Q. When did you and Crow-

der go up there ?

A. On July 5th, about 10:40 P. M.

Q. Who went up first, you or Crowder?

A Crowder.

Q. Whom did you see when you went up ?

A. Blanche Grancoui-t.

Q. What was the first conversation had when you

went up?

A. The door was locked ; we knocked on the door

;

she said,
'

' Come on up "; we went upstairs. Crowder

asked if she had any girls, [35] and she said yes.

I asked her if she had one for me. She pointed to

the one that was in the room. Crowder took her.

Alice Newman was half way back of the house ; she
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came up and stood in the hallway. Mrs. Grancourt

called her up with a motion of her finger.

Q. Did you have a conversation with Alice New-
man?
A. Eight in front of Mrs. Grancourt.

;Q. Was the defendant Dias present at either of

these occasions?

A. There W' as a gentleman in the back, in the hall-

way; I believe it was that gentleman; I don't know

as I would recognize him now.

Mr. HENNESSY.—That is all.

AFTERNOON SESSION.

Testimony of Blanche Grancourt, in Her Own
Behalf.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT, one of the defend-

ants, being first duly sworn, testified as follow^s

:

Mr. HENNESSY.—Mrs. Grancourt, you are one

of the defendants ? A. Yes.

Q. Where do you reside?

A. 531 Jackson Street.

Q. You conduct a lodging-house there?

A. I got a rooming-house
;
yes.

Q. What is the name of the rooming-house?

A. Columbus Rooming-house.

Q. How long have you been conducting this room-

ing-house ? A. Four years and a half.

Q. Have you a lease on the premises ?

A. Yes, before.

Q. You had a lease before ? A. Yes.

Q. Is the other defendant, Charles Dias, inter-
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ested. in the conduct of the house %

A. No, sir ; he is my cook.

Q. He works there? A. Yes. [36]

Q. I show you this paper and ask you if this is

the lease under which you took possession of those

premises? A. Yes.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I desire to offer this in evi-

dence.

Mr. COLSTON.—No objection.

Mr. HENNESSY.—This is a lease of those prem-

ises made on the 15th day of August, 1913, between

Jean Orognen and J. Desbarnata, lessors to

Blanche Grancourt, lessee, covering a certain lodg-

ing-house known as the Columbus Lodging-house,

at 531-A Jackson Street, for a term of 28 months

and 15 days, from the 15th day of August, 1913, to

the 31st of December, 1915.

(The document was here marked: Defendants' Ex-

hibit No. 1.)

Q. Mrs. Grancourt, when this lease expired, was

it renewed ? A. If I want.

Q. You simply held over as a tenant from month

to month? A. Yes.

Q. Who paid the rent? A. I paid the rent.

>Q. Have you a license from the city and county

for this lodging-house ? A. Yes.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I desire to offer in evidence a

Municipal License to Blanche Grancourt for the

lodging-house at 531-A Jackson Street.

(The document was here marked: Defendants'

Exhibit No. 2.)
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Q. Were you in possession of those premises on

the 17th day of last August, were you there ?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you remember the two soldiers coming to

your house on that evening?

A. Yes ; at half-past nine.

Q. Will you state to the Court and the gentlemen

of the jury just what took place on that evening?

A. Two soldiers came in and asked for Miss

Alice; this woman was on the stairs; she took them

in a room on the second floor. I don't say one word

to the soldiers; I didn't talk at all; [37] then 2

minutes, 3 or 4 minutes, 5 or 8 minutes, the detec-

tives came up.

Q- How many women were there living in your

house on the 17th day of August? A. Four.

Q. How long have they been living there ?

A. Some stayed with me for a year and a half.

Q. What had been their business ?

A. She was on the line.

Q. What do you mean ?

A. Some of those places over there.

Q. Up in the segregated district ?

A. You know; I don't know w^hat she did.

Q. Did you receive any of those women into your

house for the purpose of prostitution ?

A. No, sir; I don't know what she did.

Q. After the morals squad came to the house on

the 17th day of August, what took place ?

A. I don't understand.

Q. You remember when Biermann came into the
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house after the soldiers ; what took place after came
there ?

A. The soldiers were there—I don't know—I am
so nervous.

Q. Do you remember what the soldiers told Mr.

Biermann ? A. I can 't tell you.

Q. Do you remember the conversation between

the soldiers and Mr. Biermann ?

A. No ; I am in the halls.

Q. Where was Dias when the soldiers came out %

A. In the kitchen.

Q. What was he doing ?

A. He was washing dishes.

Q. Has he anything to do with the running of the

rooming-house ?

A. No, sir ; nothing to do with it.

Q. Did you tell the officers on the 17th day of Au-

gust, or on any other occasion that you and Mr. Dias

were conducting the house and were husband and

wife?

A. I am conducting the house myself ; nobody with

me.

Q. Are you a married lady?

A. Widow ; my husband is buried in Sacramento.

[38J

Q. Do you remember the occasion on August 4th

when Crowder visited your house % A. No, sir.

Q. You didn't see him on that occasion ? A. No.

Q. Do you remember the other occasion in July

when Mr. Johnson and Mr. Crowder visited your

house, some time in July? A. I don't know.
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Q. Did you at any time, Mrs. Grancourt, send any
girls to any man, or tell any man in the house to take

their pick out of any of the girls f

A. I never said that. That girl is with me for a

long time; she takes her board with me. My room
is so far away; somebody rang the bell and some-

body was talking to her.

Q. Did you tell any soldiers on the 17th day of

August to take their pick of any women in your

house ?

A. No, sir; these two soldiers came up; I didn't

say one word ; he asked for somebody ; he found her,

and I didn 't talk to him.

Q. Where did he meet the woman f

A. On the stairs ; she go downstairs.

Q. Whom did he ask for when he came upstairs ?

A. Miss Alice.

Q. Where did she go ?

A. She go downstairs.

Q. Where did she gol'

A. She go downstairs; she talked to him.

Q. Did you on any other occasion tell any soldiers,

or anybody else, to take their pick of any women in

your house ?'

A. No, Mister; I never told those soldiers any-

thing like that.

Q. Have you ever kept women in your house for

the purpose of prostitution? A. No.

Q. You know this woman worked in the daytime

—

in the segregated district I
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A. Yes. She is here for a long time ; she took her

meals with me.

Q. How many women live in your house at the

present time*^

A. None ; I want to sell my place.

Q. How many rooms in your house?

A. Fourteen. [39]

Cross-examination.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. You stated that you did not

remember these men coming to your place on July

5th, Mrs. Grancourt ; is it not a fact that on July 5th

you were arrested convicted of running a house of

prostitution? A. No, sir.

Q. It is not? A. No.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. How do you know that they

were up on the line ? A. I believe that.

Q. Did you ever see them up there ?

A. No ; I never go there ; I am in my place all the

time.

Q. Do you know this police officer, Mr. Ohnimus ?

A. Yes.

Q. When did you first know him?

A. He came many times in my place.

Q. Did you know him back in 1912, before you

w^ent to 531 Jackson Street? A. No.

Q. You didn't know him before you went there?

A. No.

Q. Where was your house before you went to 531

Jackson ? A. I got a house in Oakland.

Q. How long were you at that place ?

A. Near 7th Street.
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Q. For how long? A. Three years.

Q. Then you came directly over to Jackson

Street % A. I got my daughter here, you know.

Q. After you were in Oakland, how long was it

hefore you went to 531 Jackson Street to run that

place? A. I don't know.

Q. Where did you go from this place in Oakland ?

A. It was a year and a half hefore I took this

place.

Q. What did you do during that year and a half ?

A. I stayed with my daughter.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Were you in San Francisco

during that time ?

A. Yes ; then I was in San Francisco and Oakland.

[40]

Q. How long have you known Mr. Dias %

A. I know him five or six years.

Q. Haven't you known him more than five or six

years ?

A. He cooked for me three years and a half.

Q. Did you know him when you rented those

premises at 531 Jackson Street %

A. Six months after.

Q. Did you meet him there at this place ?

A. I met him ; he is a Frenchman ; I took him with

me for cook.

Q. Did you ever have any men roomers at 531

Jackson Street during the month of August ; did you

have any men rooming at your place during August?

A. Sometimes ; sometimes a fellow came in.

;Q. Did you have any regular roomers there ?
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A, Some stayed a week.

Q. Were there any men who stayed there regu-

larly? A. Yes, two.

Q. Who?
A. I don 't know ; I didn 't go over there.

Q. I am talking about this place at 531 Jackson

Street, the last of August; did you have any men
rooming at your place then ?

A. No ; I got those ladies.

Q. Have you any men rooming there now ?

A. Two men.

Q. Did you have any men rooming there in July?

A. I get every day ; sometimes two a day ; I try to

rent a room if I can.

Q. Did you have any regular roomers there

—

men—there during August ?

A. There is so much trouble in my place ; I got so

much trouble ; nobody wanted to come in.

Q. You did during that time have four girls liv-

ing there ? A. Yes.

Q. During the months of August and July?

A. Yes.

Q. All of them you knew to be from the line ?

A. No; three from the line. [41]

Q. What interest does Mr. Dias have in this place ?

A. He is cook, a regular cook ; I swear he is a reg-

ular cook.

Q. Did he work for you on a salary ?

A. Yes ; ten dollars a week and his room.

Q. How^ long has he been employed by you as a

cook ? A. Three years and a half.



52 Blanche Grancoiirt vs.

(Testimony of Blanche Grancourt.)

EXCEPTION No. 22.

Q. What room does Mr. Dias occupy?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as incompetent,

irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—Overruled.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.
A. No. 4.

Mr. COLSTON.—^. What room do you occupy?

A. Room 6.

Q. Those rooms have a door opening between

them?

A. No, sir ; there is a dining-room between them.

Q. Five is the dining-room ?

A. Five is between 4 and 6 ; it is a dining-room.

EXCEPTION No. 23.

Q. How long has he been occupying room No. 4?

Mr. HENNESSY.—Objected to as incompetent,

irrelevant and immaterial.

The COURT.—Overruled.
Mr. HENNESSY.—Exception.

A. When he is there he takes his room ; $10 is not

so much.

Q. How long has he been in room No. 4?

A. 31/2 years.

Q. How long have you been in room 6 ?

A. All the time I am there.

Q. All the time you were there? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Is that on the second floor ?

A. First floor. [42]

Q. Where is No. 2—what is it?

A. No. 2 is the office. I make an office of it.
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Q. You have one room that is an office ; what is

room No. 3? A. For anybody that wants it.

Q. That is a living-room, is it ? A. Yes.

Q. Where is the parlor or sitting-room'?

A. Parlor—I haven't got a parlor.

Q. What furniture have you in this office ?

A. That is all furnished.

Q. Have you got chairs in there ?

A. 'Chair and a bed.

Q. Is that where you saw Corporal Biermann and

the other officers on the 17th of July? A, Yes.

Q. Were there some girls in there on that date %

A. Sometimes she go out; sometimes she stay in.

Q. When the girls are not busy is that where they

usually stay, in room 2t

A. No, if she want to she stay there,—if she want

to.

Q. There is a bed in room 2, isn't there?

A. Yes.

Q. And a desk ?

A. No; I haven't any desk.

Q. How big a room is this room 2 ?

A. Big room ; I rent it to anybody ; if I want

to rent rooms ; it is 50 cents a day.

'Q. Is there a telephone in that room ?

A. No, Mister; no got a telephone.

Q. Are there some wide chairs in there, or sofas ?

A. I got a lounge.

Q. In No. 2? A. Yes.

Q. There is a wide settee in there ?
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A. I just got a lounge and bed and some chairs

—

only as a parlor.

Q. You use that as a parlor, do you?

A. Before.

Q. Then did you have a bed in there last August ?

A. Yes. [43]

Q. Did you have one in there in July?

A. No—yes, I think I did.

Q. Did you or didn't you?

A. July—yes, I think so ; I leave the bed because

sometimes I sleep there.

Q. You don't remember whether you had a bed in

there dm^ing the month of July ?

A. I think so, because sometimes I sleep there;

sometimes I don't feel well.

Q. When did you put this bed in No. 2 ?

A. When I sleep in there.

Q. It is not in there all the time ?

A. I got two rooms I rent for $7.50; $3.50 for a

front room and $3.00 for the back one ; I make the

rooms.

,Q. When did you do that?

A. When I came in there.

Q. The rent is paid by you ?

A. Yes; $60 a month.

Q. You pay that yourself, do you ? A. Yes.

Q. How many permanent roomers did you have

during the months of July and August, who stayed

there all the time, during August and July ?

A. I got two ; I got some transients.

Q. Referring back to July 5th : You said that you
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were not there on that night? A. No, sir.

Q. Where were you ?

A. I guess to see my daughter; I went to see my

daughter.

Q. How is it that you fix this particular date, Mrs.

Grancourt ?

A. I know, because she was in trouble over there.

Q. Where is ''over there'"? A. Oakland.

Q. You said you know because she was in trouble

over there, what do you mean %

A. She got a baby ; sick.

Q. You were not on the premises on that day at

all'? A. No, sir.

Q. Were you there on the 17th of October?

A. Yes.

The COURT.—October? [44]

Mr. COLSTON.--Q. I mean of August.

A. Yes.

Q. How many soldiers were in your house on that

evening? A. Two.

Q. Do you remember how many were there the

evening before ?

A. Never a soldier; I never seen a soldier there;

no soldier came there.

Q. Were there any other men in the house on this

particular evening, August 17th?

A. Sometimes I go to the door, and somebody is

there ; I don't look—he is coming in—I am far away

from the stairs.

Q. Three or four rooms? A. Four rooms.

Q. This is the fourth room from the head of the



5G Blanche Grancourt vs.

(Testimony of Blanche Grancourt.)

stairs, is it ? A. Yes.

Q. Eoom No. 4?

A. No ; 6 is the room I got ; 7 is the kitchen.

Q. Are the rooms all on one side or are the rooms

on both sides? A. No, sir; one side.

Q. There is room 1, 2, then 3, 4,—is that itf

A. Yes.

iQ. How far is your place from No. 6, 7 and 8 Bart-

lett Alley? A. I don't know Bartlett Alley.

The COURT.—Q. Did I understand you to say

these girls paid you room and board ? A. Yes.

Q. You boarded them there, did you f A. Yes.

Q. How much board did they pay you ?

A. $1 a day; 50 cents a meal.

Q. How much did they pay for their room f

A. $3.50 a week.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Q. You testified that you

paid the rent for these premises ; are these receipts

that you obtained for the payment of that rent?

A. Yes.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I would like to offer these re-

ceipts in evidence ; they cover this period. [45]

Q. I also show you a Municipal License for the

quarter ending July 31, 1917, and another for the

quarter ending October 31, 1917, and ask you if those

were issued to you. A. Yes.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I would like to offer these in

evidence.

Mr. COLSTON.—We have no objection to that.

Mr. HENNESSY.—The Municipal Licenses are

in the name of Blanche Grancourt, covering the
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premises at 531-A Jackson Street ; one is for the
quarter ending October 31, 1917, and the other for
the qaurter ending July 31, 1917, and I ask that they
be marked Defendants' Exhibit No. 3.

(The documents were here marked: Defendants'
Exhibit No. 3.)

Mr. COLSTON.—We have no objection.

Mr. HENNESSY.—I offer in evidence some rent
receipts; the first is, '^Received from Blanche Gran-
coui-t $00 for the upstairs of 531 Jackson Street for

the period from July 1st to August 1st, 1917, " signed
John Orognen. The others are receipts to cover the

subsequent periods from August to September, and
from September to October, and October to Novem-
ber; also November to December. I ask that these

receipts be marked Defendants' Exhibits 5, 6, 7, 8,

and 9.

(The documents were here marked Defendants'
Exhibits 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9', respectively.)

Mr. HENNESSY.—Defendants rest.

Testimony of George J. Ohnimus, for the

Government (Recalled in Rebuttal).

GEORGE J. OHNIMUS, called by the Govern-
ment in rebuttal:

EXCEPTION No. 24.

Mr. COLSTON.—Q. Did you see Mrs. Grancourt
on July 5th f A. Yes, I did.

Qi. Where did you see her?

A. At 531-A Jackson Street.

Q. Did you have any conversation with her?

A. We arrested her [46] on that occasion.
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Mr. HENNES8Y.—I move to strike out the an-

swer as not responsive to the qmestion.

The COURT.—Motion denied.

Ml-. HENNE8SY.—Exception.

Testimony of Marvin E. Dowell, for the G-overnment

(Recalled in Rebuttal.)

MARVIN E. DOWELL, recalled by the Govern-

ment in rebuttal

:

Mr. COLSTON.--Q. Mr. Dowell, did you see Mrs.

Grancourt on the 5th of July ? A. I did.

Q. Where did you see her?

A. At 531-A Jackson Street.

Mr. COLSTON.—That is aU.

Ml*. HENNESSY.—No questions.

Mr. COLSTON.—That is the Government's case.

EXCEPTION No. 25.

Mr. HENNESSY.—Before arguing, for the pur-

pose of the record, I would like to move for an in-

structed verdict as to the defendant Charles Dias

as to each count contained in the indictment on the

grounds, first, there is no evidence to sustain the

charge that he conducted this house at i531-A Jack-

son Street; secondly, that there is no evidence to

show that he ever received any persons in those

premises for the purpose of committing immoral

acts; third, there is no evidence of a conspiracy be-

tween Dias and anybody else to violate any law of

the United iStates. I would also like the same mo-

tion in the case of Mrs. Grancourt.

The COURT.—The motion in each case will be de-

nied.
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Ml-. HE'NNE'SiSY.—An exception on behalf of

each of the defendants.

The COURT.—Yes. [47]

Instructions of Court to Jury.

The COURT— (Orally).—The indictment in this

case is in three counts. The first count charges that

the two defendants, Blanche Grancourt and Charles

Dias, during the month of August, and on or about

the 17th day of that month, 1917, in violation of the

Act of May 18th, 1917, section 13 thereof, which act

is entitled: "An Act to authorize the President to

increase temporarily the Military Establishment of

the United States," and the order of the Secretary

of War made on the 25th day of July, 1917, in pur-

suance of said Act, whereby it was made unlawful

for houses of ill-fame, brothels, bawdy or assigna-

tion houses, to be set up or kept within five miles

of any military camp, station, fort, post, canton-

ment, training or mobilization place being used for

military purposes by the United States; that the

two defendants did, during the times mentioned, un-

lawfully, wilfully, and knowingly keep a house of

ill-fame at number 531-A Jackson Street, in which,

as defendants then and there knew, prostitution was

carried on; and that said house of ill-fame is within

five miles of a military post, to wit. Fort Mason and

the Presidio of San Francisco, which places were

being used for military purposes of the United

States.

The second count charges that the same defend-

ants unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly received
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and permitted to be received at 531-A Jackson

Srtreet, San Francisco, certain women, the names of

whom are to the Grand Jurors unknown, for the

purpose of prostitution; and that said building is

within the five-mile limit.

The third count charges a conspiracy between the

two defendants. Bias and Blanche Grancourt for the

purpose of violating [48] Section 13 of this Act;

that is, that they conspired to keep a house of ill-

fame within five miles of a military reservation ; and

that they conspired to received within certain places,

structures and buildings located within five miles of

the Presidio of San Francisco and Fort Mason, peo-

ple for the purpose of prostitution; and that in fur-

therance of that conspiracy they did on or about the

17th day of the month wilfully, knowingly and fel-

oniously, and to effect the purpose of the conspiracy,

receive and permit to be received in that building

certain women for immoral purposes.

The statute under which this prosecution is

brought is part of the so-called Selective Braft Law,

being Section 13 of the Act, and it was enacted, of

course, for the better protection of the young men

who are to be taken into the Army by that law.

That section reads as follows:

"That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized,

empowered, and directed, during the present war

to do everything by him deemed necessary to sup-

press and prevent the keeping or setting up of

houses of ill-fame, brothels, or bawdy-houses within

such distance as he may deem needful or any mili-

tary camp, fort, post, cantonment, training or mobil-
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ization place, and any person, corporation, partner-

ship, or association receiving or peraiitting to be re-

ceived for immoral purposes any person into any
place, structure, or building used for the purpose of

lewdness, assignation, or prostitution within such

distance of said places as may be designated, or shall

permit any such person to remain for immoral pur-

poses in any such place, structure, or building as

aforesaid, or who shall violate any order, rule, or

regulation issued to carry out the object and pur-

pose of this section shall be punished as therein

provided." Pursuant to the authority [49J

granted by that section the (Secretary of War did on

the 25th day of July, issue an order forbidding the

setting up or keeping of houses of ill-fame, brothels,

or bawdy-houses within five miles of any military

camp, or other place designated therein. It is ad-

mitted that this place at 531-A Jackson iSttreet is

within the five-mile limit. That brings us to the

question of whether the defendants are guilty of

having committed the offenses charged.

You heard the testimony of the officer who went
there and arrested the women; that known prosti-

tutes were in there; that young soldiers were with

two of the women who declared in the presence of

the defendants that the woman had taken them to

a room and told them to pick out any woman they

wanted; all of which is denied by the witness Gran-

court. If you find from the evidence that these

w^omen were practicing prostitution in that house,

and that the defendants permitted them to do so,

and harbored them, of course they are guilty under
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that section. If you find that they were running a

house of prostitution they would he guilty under the

first count of the indictment. If you find that hy a

concerted action they were doing either one or the

other, they are guilty of the conspiracy charge.

The defendants are presumed to he innocent, and

this presumption has the weight and effect of evi-

dence in their behalf, and it continues to operate in

their favor until it is overcome hy the competent

evidence; if the evidence introduced in this case does

not overcome this presumption of innocence to your

satisfaction, to a moral certainty, and beyond all

reasonable doubt, you must find the defendants not

guilty. They cannot be found guilty until you find

them guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. The term

reasonable doubt means just what its langiiage im-

ports. To be a reasonable doubt it must be a doubt

based upon reason. There is hardly anything re-

lating to human affairs [50] that is not open to

some possible or fanciful or imaginary doubt.

Mere possible or fanciful or imaginary doubts are

not reasonable doubts. A reasonable doubt is de-

fined to be that state of case which, after an entire

comparison of all the evidence, leaves the minds of

the jury in that condition that they cannot say that

they have an abiding conviction to a moral certainty

of the truth of the charge. If you have such a doubt

as to either of these defendants, it is your duty to

render a verdict of not guilty as to each of them.

If you have no such doubt you should return a ver-

dict of guilty.

A conspiracy may be defined as a confederacy or
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combination fomied by two or more persons to effect

an unlawful purpose, said persons acting under a

coimnon purpose to accomplish the unlawful end de-

sired.

It requires the concurrence of all of you to agree

upon a verdict, and if you so agree, you will have
such verdict signed by your foreman and returned

into court.

You may take the indictment with you into the

jury-room.

(Thereupon at 3 :10 P. M. the jury retired to delib-

erate upon their verdict; and at 3:45 returaed into

court.)

A JUROR.—Your Honor, the jury would like to

know if considering the defendant Dias merely as

an employee, and in no wise sharing in the profits of

running this establishment, whether we would be

justified in finding him not guilty?'

The COURT.—K you regard him as a cook and
working there?

The JUROR.—Yes; purely as a cook, working
there.

The COURT.—Of course, the indictment charges

that they conspired together to commit an offense

against the United States; that is the third count.

There are two other counts. [51] One is the

charge of numing a house of prostitution, and the

other receiving in the house certain women for the

purpose of prostitution. Now, the statute sets out

that certain overt acts must accompany a conspir-

acy to make it -complete. One of the officers testi-

fied that he, the defendant Dias, stated to them that
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he and the woman were running the house; if you

believe that testimony, and helieve he was telling

the truth, of course that connects him sufficiently

with the transaction to warrant you in returning a

verdict of guilty. If, however, you only believe that

he was employed as a cook and had nothing to do

with it, and was just cooking the meals for the land-

lady and for such people as boarded there, I judge

he was not guilty of the offense charged.

A JUROR.—I think I voice the opinion of the

jury when I say we are inclined to believe the man

was only a sei^^ant.

The COURT.—If you have that view of the case,

that he was working there for wages, and had noth-

ing to do with the conduct of the house; and that he

was simply working for so much a month, or a week,

as the case may be, why he would stand in the po-

sition of simply working in a place of that kind, and

he would not be guilty of the offense of conducting

such a place, or of receiving people in there, or con-

spiring with anybody else. If the jury has that

view of the relationship of Dias to the transaction, I

should say they would be justified ui returning a

verdict that way. Of course, you understand that

it takes two to conspire; if Dias be eliminated, that

eliminates the conspiracy charge against the other

defendant.

A JUROR.—We appreciate that.

A JUROR.—In the last count it states that she

and Dias and divers others conspired.

The COURT.—No testimony was introduced to

show that there were any other parties to the alleged
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conspiracy than the two [52] parties named; if

one of the parties be eleminated, that eliminates the

whole charge of conspiracy.

A JUROR.—I think I can say that in so far as

the defendant Bias is concerned, the jury deems him

not guilty on all three counts; and in so far as the

defendant Grancourt is concerned, we deem her to

be guilty on the first and second counts, and not the

conspiracy. Can we do that?

ANOTHER JUROR.—That is not my verdict; no,

sir.

A JUROR.—Let us retire and discuss it then.

(Whereupon at 4 P. M. the jury again retired for

further deliberation, and at returned into court,

finding the defendant Charles Dias not guilty on all

three counts; and the defendant Blanche Grancourt

guilty on the 1st and 2d counts, and not guilty on

the 3d count.)

After the jury had returned a verdict, the Court

set the 19th day of January, 1918, as the day of sen-

tence; thereupon on the 19th day of January, 1918,

the said Court rendered judgment sentencing said

Blanche Grancourt to serve six months in the San

Francisco county jail.

Said defendant, Blanche Grancourt, hereby pre-

sents the foregoing as her bill of exceptions herein,

and respectfully asks that the same be allowed,

signed and sealed and made a part of the record in

this case.

Dated this 27th day of May, 1918.

FRANK J. HENNESSY and

ISIDNEY P. ROBERTSON,
Attorneys for Defendant, Blanche Grancourt. [53]
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In the District Court of the United States, in and

for the Southern Division of the Northern Dis-

trict of California.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERIOA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.

Notice of Presentation of Bill of Exceptions.

To John W. Preston, Esq., United States District

Attorney, Northern District of California, and

to J. E, Colston, Esq., Assistant:

YOU WILL PLEASE TXKE NOTICE that the

foregoing constitutes and is the proposed bill of ex-

ceptions of the defendant, Blanche Granconrt, in the

ahove-entitled cause, and the said defendant will

apply to the said Court to allow said bill of excep-

tions, and to sign and seal the same as the bill of

exceptions herein.

FRANK J. HENNESSY, and

SIDNEY P. ROBERTSON,
Attorneys for Defendant, Blanche Grancourt. [54]

In the District Court of the United States, in and

for the Southern Division of the Northern Dis-

trict of California.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.



The United States of America. Ql

Stipulation Re Bill of Exceptions.

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED
that the foregoing bill of exceptions is correct and

that the same may be signed, settled, allowed and

sealed by the Court.

A. A. ADAMS,
United States Attorney.

JAMES E. COLSTON,
Assistant United States Attorney.

FRANK J. HENNEBSY and

SIDNEY P. ROBERTSON,
Attorneys for Defendant, Blanche Grancourt. [55]

In the District Court of the United States^ in and

for the Southern Division of the Northern Dis-

trict of California.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT and CHARLES DIAS,

Order Settling, etc., Bill of Exceptions.

This bill of exceptions, having been duly pre-

sented to the Court within the time allowed by law

and rules of the Court, and within the time extended

by the order of the Court" duly and regularly made,

is now signed, sealed and made a part of the records

in this case, and is allowed as icorrect.
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Dated at San Francisco, California, this 19 day of

Sept., 1918.

M. T. DOOLING,
Judge of the District Court of the United States, in

and for the 'Southem Division of the Northern

District of California.

Due service and receipt of a copy of the within

Notice of Presentation of Bill of Exceptions is

hereby admitted this 19 day of Sep., 1918.

JAMES E. COLSITON,

Assistant United States Attorney.

Due service and receipt of a copy of the within or-

der of Judge settling Bill of Exceptions is hereby

admitted this 19th day of Sept., 1918.

JAMES E. COLSTON,
Assistant United States Attorney.

[Endorsed] : Filed Sep. 19, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. Bj 0. W. Calbreath, Deputy Clerk. [56]

In the District Court of the United States in and for

the Northern District of California, First Divi-

sion.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERJCA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.

Verdict.

We, the Jury, find Blanche Grancourt, the defend-

ant at the bar. Guilty on the First Count of the In-
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dictment, and GKiilty on the Second Count of the In-

dictment, and Not Gruilty on the Third Count of the

Indictment.

L. P. LOWE,
Foreman.

[Endorsed] : Filed Jan. 17, 1918, at 4 o'clock and

05 Minutes P. M. W. B. MaUng, Clerk. [57]

In the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Courty in and for the Northern District of

California.

No. 6579.

UNITE© STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT,
Defendant.

Motion for a New Trial.

Now comes Blanche Grancourt, the defendant in

the albove-entitled cause, by Frank J. Hennessy, her

attorney, and moves the Court to set aside the ver-

dict rendered herein and to grant a new trial, and

for reasons therefor shows to the Court the follow-

ing:

(a) The Court erred in the overruling of defend-

ant's demurrer to the Indictment and each count

thereof

;

(b) The verdict is contrary to the law of the

case;
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(c) The verdict is not supported by any evi-

dence in the case

;

(d) The Court upon the trial of the case ad-

mitted incompetent evidence offered by the United

States;

(e) The Court upon the trial of the case ex-

cluded competent evidence offered by the defendant;

(f) The Court improperly instructed the jury to

defendant's prejudice.

BLANCHE GRA:NrCOURT,

Defendant.

By FRANK J. HENNESSY and

SIDNEY P. ROBERTSON,
Attorneys for Defendant, Blanche Grancourt.

[Endorsed] : Filed Jan. 19, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calbreath, Deputy Clerk. [58]

In the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court, in and for the Northern District of

California.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT,
Defendant.

Motion in Arrest of Judgment.

And now after the verdict against the said defend-

ant and before sentence, comes the said defendant
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in his own proper person, and by Frank J. Hennessy,

her attorney, and moves the Court here to arrest

judgment herein and not pronounce the same for the

follo\\ing reasons, to wit:

I.

That the facts stated in the first and second counts

of said indictment herein do not constitute a public

offense under the lajws of the United States.

II.

That the first count in said indictment does not

charge or state facts sufficient to constitute a public

offense under the laws of the United States.

ni.

That the second count in said indictment does not

charge or state facts sufficient to constitute a public

offense under the laws of the United States.

BLANCHE CRANCOURT,
Defendant.

By FRANK J. HENNESSY and

SIDNEY P. ROBERTSON,
Attorneys for Defendant, Blanche Grancourt.

[Endorsed] : FHed Jan. 19, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calbreath, Deputy Clerk. [59]
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At a stated term of the District Court of the United

'States, for the Northern District of California,

First Division, held at the courtroom thereof, in

the city and county of Ban Francisco, iState of

California, on Thursday, the 19th day of Janu-

ary, in the year of our Lord, one thousand nine

hundred and eighteen. Present: The Honor-

able MAURICE T. DOOLINO, District Judge.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT et al.

Minutes of Court—January 19, 1918—Order

Denying Motion for New Trial, etc.

This case came on regularly this day for the pro-

nouncing of judgment upon defendant, Blanche

Grancourt. 'Said defendant was present with her

attorney, Sydney P. Ro/bertson, Esq. J. E. Colston,

Esq., Assistant United States Attorney, was present

for and on behalf of the United States. Said de-

fendant was then called for judgment, and thereupon

Mr. Robertson presented motion in arrest of judg-

ment, which motion the Court ordered denied, and

then presented motion for new trial, which motion

the Court also denied, to which orders Mr. Robert-

son entered an exception. No cause appearing why
judgment should not be pronounced herein, the

Court ordered that said defendant for the offense of

which she stands convicted herein be imprisoned for

the period of six (6) months in the county
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jail, city and county of 8an Francisco, State

of California, and that defendant stand com-

mitted to the custody of the United 'States Mar-

shal for this district to execute said judgment,

and that commitment issue accordingly. On mo-

tion of Mr. Robertson and after considering the peti-

tion therefor, further ordered that the writ of error

prayed for by said defendant be, and the same is

hereby allowed and that defendant be released on

bond in the sum of [60] Three Thousand ($3,000)

Dollars, and that bond for costs be, and the same is

hereby fixed in the sum of Two Hundred Fifty

($2.50.00) Dollars. [61]

In the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court for the Northern District of Califor-

nia, First Division.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.

Judgment.

Convicted Violation Section 13, Act May 18, 1917.

JUDGMENT VERDICT OF GUILTY on the

First and Second Counts of the Indictment and Not

Guilty on the Third Count of the Indictment.

J. E. Colston, Esq., Assistant United States At-

torney, and the defendant with her counsel came

into court. The defendant was duly informed by

the Court of the nature of the Indictment filed on
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the 4th day of January, A. D. 1918, charging her

mth the crime of Violating Section 13, Act May 18,

1917; of her arraignment and plea of Not Guilty; of

her trial and the verdict of the Jury on the 17th day
of January, A. D. 1918, to wit:

"We, the Jury, find Blanche Grancourt, the de-

fendant at the bar. Guilty on the first count of the

Indictment and Guilty on the second count of the

Indictment, and Not Guilty on the third count of the

Indictment.

L. P. LOWE,
Foreman."

The defendant ^Yas then asked if she had any legal

cause to show why judgment should not be entered

herein and no sufficient cause being shown or appear-

ing to the Court; and the Court having denied a mo-

tion for a new trial and a motion in arrest of judg-

ment; thereupon, the Coiu"t rendered its judgment;

THAT, WHEREAS, the said Blanche Grancourt

ha\ing been duly convicted in this court of the crime

of violating Section 13, Act May 18, 1917

;

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED AND AD-
JUDGED that the said Blanche Grancourt be im-

prisoned in the comity jail, city and county of San

Francisco, State of California, for the period of six

(6) months.

Judgment entered this 19th day of Januaiy, A. D.

1918.

WALTER B. MALING,
Clerk.

By C. W. Calbreath,

Deputy Clerk.
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at page 4.L'.'^. [62]

In the Soidheni Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court, in and for the Xortheni District of

California.

yo. 6579.

rviTED STATES OF A^-IERICA.

PlaintLff,

BLA^XHE riRA^'COURT.
Defendant.

Petition for Wr:^ of En^cr a.nd Supersedea-s.

Xow Corals B. -...:_- ',r:.i_:. -^:. '^zi--^^—': _v:-:::-.

by Frank J. Heuiessv, her attorney, and say?r ':-i:

on the 19th day of January, 1918, this Com": e:i-

tered judgment herein against this defendant, in

which judgment and the proceedings had prior

thereto in this cause certain errors were i)ermitted,

to the prejudice of this defendant, aU of which will

more fuUy appear from the assignment of errors

which i> filed with this x>etition-

WHEREFORE, this defendant prays that a writ

of error may issue in this behalf out of the United

States Circuit Court of A for the Ninth Cir-

cuit, for the correction : j complained of,

and that a transcript o: lis cause duly

authenticated may be ieni to vit <
"* Court of

Appeals aforesaid, and that thi ndant be

awarded a supersedeas upon said f.. _ at and all



76 Blanche Grancotirt vs.

necessary and proper process including bail.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT,
Defendant.

By FRANK J. HENNES'SY and

ISIDNEY P. ROBERTSON,
Attorneys for Defendant, Blanche Granconrt.

[Endorsed] : Filed Jan. 19, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calbreath, Deputy Clerk. [63]

In the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court, in and for the Northern District of

California.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT
Defendant.

Assignment of Errors.

Blanche Grancourt, the defendant in the above-

entitled cause, and Frank J. Hennessy, her attorney,

in connection v^ith her petition for a writ of error,

makes the following assignment of errors which he

alleges occurred upon the trial of said cause:

I.

That the trial Court erred in overruling the de-

murrrer of the Indictment in this, to wit:

(a) That Section XIII of the Act of Congress,

approved May 18, 1917, entitled "An Act to author-



The United States of America. 77

ize the President to increase temporarily the mili-

tary establishment of the United States," is con-

trary to the provision of ISiection VIII of Article I

of the Constitution of the United States, in that by

said act, the Government of the United States is at-

tempting to exercise police pov^ers within various

States.

(b) That Section XIII of an Act of Congress,

approved May 18, 1917, entitled "An Act to author-

ize the President to increase temporarily the mili-

tary establishment of the United States," is con-

trary to Article X of the Amendments of the Consti-

tution of the United States, in that he is required by

the Congress of the United S^tates to exercise police

pov^ers within the States not delegated by the Con-

stitution nor prohibited by the Constitution of the

United States to the States, but, on the contrary,

that have been reserved to the States. [64]

(c) That Section XIII of an Act of Congress, ap-

proved May 18, 1917, entitled "An Act to authorize

the President to increase temporarily the military

establishment of the United States," is contrary to

the provisions of Section I, Article I, of the Consti-

tution of the United States, in that it is an attempt

by Congress to delegate legislative powers to the

Secretary of War.

n.

That the trial Court erred in admitting incompe-

tent evidence to defendant's prejudice in this:

(a) The Court erred in overruling the objection

made by defendant to the question asked the witness

for the United States, Corporal Behrman: "What
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conversation did you have with the soldiers in the

presence of the defendant?" To which ruling

defendant duly accepted.

(h) The Court erred in overruling the objection

made by defendant to the question propounded by

the District Attorney to Mr. Dow ell, a witness for

the Government: "What conversation did you have

with the soldiers in the presence of the defendant

after you went into the house on the 17th of July

last?" To which ruling defendant duly accepted.

(c) The Court erred in overruling the objection

made by defendant to the question propounded by

the District Attorney to Charles Goff : "What state-

ment did the soldiers make in the presence of the

defendant on the evening of Auigust 17th last?" To

which ruling defendant duly acc&pted.

(d) The Court erred in overruling the objection

made by defendant to the question propounded by

the District Attorney to witness Charles Goff:

"What occupation do these women follow whom you

found in defendant's house on August 17th last?"

To which ruling defendant duly accepted.

(e) The Court erred in overruling the objection

made by defendant to the question propounded by

the District Attorney to George Ohnimus, a witness

for the Government: "What occupation did these

women follow whom you found in the defendant's

house on Auigust 17th last?" To which ruling de-

fendant duly accepted. [65]

(f) The Court erred in overruling the objection

made hy defendant to the question propounded by
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the District Attorney to Mr. Dowell, a iwitness for

the Government: ''What is the character of the

women fonnd in defendant's house on Augmst 17th

last?" To which ruling defendant duly accepted.

in.

The trial Court erred in denying a motion for a

new trial in behalf of the defendant, in this, to wit

:

(a) That said verdict is not supported 'by any

evidence showing or establishing that said Colum-

bus Rooming-house was conducted by defendant as a

house of prostitution.

(b) That said verdict is not supported by any

evidence showing or establishing that defendant re-

ceived, or pennitted to be received, for immoral pur-

poses any person into said Columbus Rooming-

house, or permitted any person to remain in said

Columbus Rooming-house for immoral purposes, or

that said defendant kept a house of ill-fame, brothel,

or bawdy-house.

(c) The Trial Court erred in denying the motion

in arrest of a judgment in behalf of the defendant in

this, to wit

:

That said indictment does not, nor does the first

count or second count therein, charge facts suffi-

cient to constitute a public offense under the laws of

the United 'States against said defendant.

IV.

The Trial Court erred in refusing to direct a ver-

dict of not guilty at the close of all the evidence, in

this, to wit: That there was no evidence that the de-

fendant had kept or set up a house of ill-fame and

there was no evidence that she had received or per-
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mitted to be received into any house since May 18tli,

1917, any person for immoral purposes. [66]

BLANCHE GRANCOURT,
Defendant.

[By FRANK J. HENNEiS'SY and

ISlLDNEiY p. ROBERTSON,
Attorneys for Defendant, Blanche Grancourt.

[Endorsed] : iService of within assignment of er-

rors this 21 day of January, 1918, is admitted.

JAMES E. COLSTON,
Asst. United 'States District Attorney.

Filed Jan. 21, 1918. W. B. MaUng, Clerk. By C.

M. Taylor, Deputy Clerk. [67]

In the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court, in and for the Northern District of

California.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

BLANCHE' GRANCOURT,
Defendant.

Order Allowing Writ of Error and Supersedeas.

The writ of error and the supersedeas herein

prayed for by the defendant Blanche Grancourt,

pending the decision upon said writ of error, are

herdby allowed, and the defendant is permitted to

bail upon the iwrit of error in the sum of $3,000.
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The bonds for costs iupon the writ of error is

hereby fixed at the siun of $250.

Dated at &m Francisco, California, this 19th day

of January, 1918.

M. T. DOOLINa,
District Judge.

[Endorsed] : Filed Jan. 19, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calhreath, Deputy Clerk. [68]

(Bond on Writ of Error.)

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS,
That we, Blanche Grancoui-t, alias Blanche Dias, as

principal, and National Surety Company, as surety,

are held and firmly bound unto United States of

America in the full and just sum of Two Hundred

Fifty ($250) Dollars, to be paid to the said United

States of America, certain attorney, executors, ad-

ministrators or assigns ; to which payment, well and

truly to be made, we bind ourselves, our heirs, exe-

cutors and administrators, jointly and severally, by

these presents.

Sealed with our seals and dated this 19th day of

January, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine

hundred and eighteen.

WHEREAS, lately at a District Court of the

United States for the Southern Division of the

Northern District of California, First Division, in a

suit depending in said court, between United iStates

of America against Blanche Grancourt, alias

Blanche Dias, defendant, a verdict and judgment

was rendered against the said Blanche Grancourt,
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alias Blanche Dias, and the said Blanche Grancourt,

alias Blanche Dias, having obtained from said Court

an order allowing Writ of Error to reverse the judg-

ment in the aforesaid suit, and a citation directed to

the said United States of America, citing and ad-

monishing it to be and appear at a United States

Circuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, to

be holden at San Francisco, in the State of Califor-

nia.

NOW, THE CONDITION OF THE ABOVE
OBLIGATION IS SUCH, That if the said Blanche

Grancourt, alias Blanche Bias, shall prosecute her

Writ of Error to effect, and answer all damages and

costs if she fail to make her plea good, then the above

obligation to be void ; else to remain in full force and

virtue.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.
[Seal] NATIONAL SURETY COMPANY.

By G. HUGHES,
Its Attorney in Fact.

Acknowledged before me the day and year first

above written.

[Seal] FRANCIS KRULL.

[Endorsed] : Filed Jan. 19, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calbreath, Leputy Clerk. [69]

United States Circuit Court of Appeals^ in and for

the Ninth Circuit.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.
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(Stipulation and Order for Transmission of Original

Exhibits.)

It is hereby stipulated that the clerk of the United

States District Court in and for the Southern Divi-

sion of the Northern District of California, transmit

to the clerk of the above-entitled court all the origi-

nal exhibits used at the trial of the above-entitled

cause.

Dated October 21st, 1918.

JOHN W. PRESTON,
United States District Attorney.

FRANK J. HENNESSY and

SIDNEY P. ROBERTSON,
Attorney for Blanche Grancourt, Plaintiff in Error.

So ordered.

Dated at San Francisco, this 21st day of October,

1918.

WM. C. VAN FLEET,
United States District Judge.

[Endorsed] : Filed Oct. 21, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calbreath, Deputy Clerk. [70]

United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the

Ninth Circuit.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.



84 Blanche Grancourt vs.

Stipulation and Order Extending Time to and In-

cluding May 23, 1918, to File Record and Docket

Cause.

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED that the time

heretofore allowed Blanche Grancourt, the plaintiff

in error herein, to docket said cause and file the rec-

ord thereof with the Clerk of the United States Cir-

cuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, be, and

the same is hereby, enlarged and extended to and in-

cluding the 23d day of May, 1918.

Dated at San Francisco, 'California, this 22d day

of April, 1918.

JOHN W. PRESTON,
United States District Attorney.

So ordered.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this 22d day

of April, 1918.

M. T. DOOLING,
United States District Judge.

[Endorsed] : Filed Apr. 22, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. M. Taylor, Deputy Clerk. [71]

In the United States Circuit Court of Appeals, in

and for the Ninth Circuit.

UNITED STATEiS OF AMERICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.
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Stipulation and Order Extending Time to and In-

cluding September 20, 1918, to File Record and

Docket Cause.

It is hereby stipulated that the time heretofore al-

lowed Blanche Grancourt, the plaintiff in error

herein, to docket said cause and file the record

thereof with the clerk of the United States Circuit

Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, be and the

same is hereby enlarged and extended to and in-

cluding the 20th day of September, 1918.

Dated at San Francisco, 'California, this 20th day

of August, 1918.

A. A. ADAMS,
United States District Attorney.

So ordered.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this 20th day

of August, 1918.

FRANK S. DIETRICH,
United States District Judge.

[Endorsed] : Filed Aug. 20, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calbreath, Deputy Clerk. [72]

In the United States Circuit Court of Appeals, in

and for the Ninth Circuit.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT,
Plaintiff in Error,

vs.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Defendant in Error.
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Stipulation and Order Extending Time to and In-

cluding October 20, 1918, to File Record and

Docket Cause.

It is stipulated that the time heretofore allowed

Blanche Grancourt, the plaintiff in error, to docket

said cause and file the record thereof with the clerk

of the above-entitled court, be and the same is hereby

extended to and including the 20th day of October,

1918.

Dated September 19th, 1918.

A. A. ADAMS,
United States Attorney.

So ordered.

Dated at San Francisco, September 19th, 1918.

M. T. DOOLING,
United States District Judge.

[Endorsed] : Filed iSep. 19, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calbreath, Deputy Clerk. [73]

United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the

Ninth Circuit.

UNITED STATES OF AMEBICA
vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT.

Stipulation and Order Extending Time to and In-

cluding November 21, 1918, to File Record and

Docket Cause.

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED that the time

heretofore allowed Blanche Grancourt, the plaintiff
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in error herein, to docket said cause and file the rec-

ord thereof with the clerk of the United States Cir-

cuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, be, and

the same is hereby, enlarged and extended to and in-

cluding the 21st day of November, 1918.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this 21st day

of October, 1918.

JOHN W. PRESTON,
United States District Attorney.

So ordered.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this 21st day

of October, 1918.

WM. C. VAN FLEET,
United States District Judge.

[Endorsed] : Filed Oct. 21, 1918. W. B. Maling,

Clerk. By C. W. Calbreath, Deputy 'Clerk. [74]

Certificate of Clerk U. S. District Court to

Transcript on Writ of Error.

I, Walter B. Maling, Clerk of the District Court of

the United States, for the Northern District of Cal-

ifornia, do hereby certify that the foregoing 74

pages, numbered from 1 to 74, inclusive, contains a

full, true and correct transcript of certain records

and proceedings, in the case of The United States of

America vs. Blanche Grancourt, No. 6579, as the

same now remain on file and of record in this office;

said transcript having been prepared in accordance

with the praecipe for record on writ of error (copy

of which is embodied in this transcript) and the in-
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strfUictions of the attorneys for defendant and plain-

tiff in error herein.

I further certify that the cost for preparing and
certifjdng the foregoing transcript on writ of error

is the sum of Twenty^eight Dollars and Thirty-five

Cents ($28.35), and that the same has been paid to

me by the attorney for the appellant herein.

Annexed hereto is the original citation on writ of

error (page 80), and the original writ of error (page

76), with the return of the said District Court to said

writ of error attached thereto (page 79).

IN WITNESS WHEEEOF, I have hereunto set

my hand and affixed the seal of said District Court,

this 12th day of November, A. D. 1918.

[Seal] WALTER B. MALINC,
Clerk.

By C. M. Taylor,

Deputy Clerk. [75]

In the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court, in and for the Northern District of

California.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

BLANCHE CRANCOURT,
Defendant.
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Writ of Error.

To the Honorable Judges of the District Court of the

United States for the Northern District of Cal-

ifornia, GREETING:
Because in the record and proceedings as also in

the rendition of the judgment of a plea which is in

said District Court before you, between Blanche

Grancourt, plaintiff in error, and the United States

of America, defendant in error, a manifest error

has happened, to the great damage of the said

Blanche Grancourt, plaintiff in error, as by her com-

plaint appears and it being that, if the error, if any

there hath been, should be duly corrected, and full,

speedy justice done to the parties aforesaid, and in

this behalf, you are hereby commanded, if judgment

be given, that then, under your seal, distinctly and

openly, you send the record and proceedings afore-

said with all things concerning the same, to the

United States Circuit Court of Appeals, for the 9th

Circuit, together with this writ, so that you have the

same at the city of San Francisco, State of Califor-

nia, within thirty days from the date hereof, in the

Circuit Court of Appeals, to be there and then held,

and the record and proceedings aforesaid being in-

spected, the said Circuit [76] Court of Appeals

may cause further to be done therein to correct that

error, what of right and according to the law and

custom of the United States should be done.

Witness, the Honorable EDWARD DOUGLAS
WHITE, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the

United States, this 21st day of January, A. D. 1918,
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and in the year of the Independence of the United

States.

Allowed.

M. T. DOOLING,
United States District Judge.

[Seal] WALTER B. MALING,
Clerk of the United States District Court for the

Northern Dist. of Cal.

By C. W. Calbreath,

Deputy Clerk U. Q. District Court, Northern Dis-

trict of California. [77]

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. In the Southern Division

of the United States District Court, in and for the

Northern District of California. United States of

America, Plaintiff, vs. Blanche Grancourt, Defend-

ant. Writ of Error. Filed Jan. 21, 1918. W. B.

Maling, Clerk. By C. M. Taylor, Deputy Clerk.

iService of a copy of within Writ of Er-ror this 21

day of Jan., 1918, is admitted.

JAMES E. COLSTON,
Asst. United States Attorney. [78]

Return to Writ of Error.

The answer of the Judges of the District Court of

the United States, for the Northern District of Cal-

ifornia, to the within writ of error.

As within we are commanded, we certify (under

the seal of our said District Court, in a certain

schedule to this Writ annexed, the record and all

proceedings of the plaint whereof mention is within
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made, with all things touching the same, to the

United States Circuit Court of Appeals, for the

Mnth Circuit, within mentioned, at the day and

place within contained.

We further certify that a copy of this writ was on

the 11th day of November, A. D. 1918, duly lodged in

the case in this court for the within-named defend-

ant in error.

By the Court

.

[iSieal] WALTER B. MALINO,
Clerk IT. S. District Court, Northern District of

CaLifomia.

By C. M. Taylor,

Deputy Clerk. [79]

In the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court, in and for the Northern District of

California.

No. 6579.

UNITED STATE8 OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

BLANCHE GRANCOURT,
Defendant.

Citation on Writ of Error.

United Btates of America,—ss.

The President of the United States to the United

States of America, OREETING:
You are hereby cited and admonished to be and

appear at the United iStates Circuit Court of Ap-
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peals for the Ninth Circuit to be holden at the city

of San Francisco, State of California, within thirty

days from the date hereof, pursuant to a writ of

error duly issued and now on file in the clerk's office

in the Southern Division of the United States Dis-

trict Court, in and for the Northern District of Cal-

ifornia, wherein Blanche Orancourt is the plainti:^

in error and you are the defendant in error, to show

cause, if any there he, why the judgment rendered

against said plaintiff in error, as in said writ of

error mentioned, should not he corrected, and why

speedy justice should not he done to the parties in

that behalf.

Witness the Honorable MAUBICOE T. DOOLING,

United States District Judge in the Southern Divi-

sion of the United iStates District Court, in and for

the Northern District of Cahfomia, this 21st day of

January, A. D. 1918.

M. T. DOOLTNU,

United States District Judge. [80]

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. In the Southern Division

of the United States District Court, in and for the

Northern District of California. United States of

America, Plaintiff, vs. Blanche Grancourt, Defend-

ant. Citation on Writ of Error. Filed Jan. 21,

191&. W. B. Maling, Clerk. By C. M. Taylor,

Deputy Clerk.

Due service of within citation this day of

Jan., 1918, is admitted.

JAMES E. COLSTON,

Asst. United States District Attorney. [81 ]
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[Endorsed]: No. 3249. United States Circuit

Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. Blanche

Grancourt, Plaintiff in Error, vs. The United States

of America, Defendant in Error. Transcript of

Record. Upon Writ of Error to the Southern Divi-

sion of the United States District Court of the

Northern District of California, First Division.

Filed November 14, 1918.

F. D. MONCKTON,
Clerk of the United States Circuit Court of Appeals

for the Ninth Circuit.

By Paul P. O'Brien,

Deputy Clerk.

Defendant's Exhibit 1—Lease, August 15, 1913,

Between Jean Orognen and J. Desbarrats.

THIS LEASE, Made this 15th day of August,

1913, hetween JEAN OROGNEN and J. DES-
BARRATS, both of the City and County of

San Fl"ancisco, iState of California, lessors, and

BLANCHE GRINCOURT, {ff^^^^^ne sole) of the

same place aforesaid, lessee —

,

WITNESSETH: That the lessors have granted,

leased and demised by these presents unto the

lessee—, the following-described premises, situ-

ated in the City and County of San Francisco, State

of California, to wit:—^AU that certain Lodging

House situate and being at No. 531 ''A" Jackson

Street, in said City and County of iSan Francisco

and known as the "Columbus Lodging House," for

the term of twenty-eight months & 15 days from the

15th day of August, 1913, to the 31st of December,
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1915, for the total rent or sum of Nineteen Hundred

& Ninety-five ($1995.00) Dollars ($1995.00'), pay-

able in advance in monthly instalhnents of Seventy

(70) Dollars, ($70.00) each, on the 15th day of every

month commencing August 15th, 1913.

It is mutually agreed that the above letting and

taking is upon the following terms and conditions:

1st. That the premises hereby leased are to be

used and occupied by the lessee exclusively as a

lodging-house; that the lessee— shall not sulb-

let the said premises, nor assign this lease, nor any

rights thereunder, without the written consent of

the lessors.

2nd. That the premises are now in a tenantable

and good condition; that they shall not be altered or

repaired without the written consent of the lessors,

and that unless otherwise provided by written

agreement, all alterations, repairs and improve-

ments that may be required by the lessee— shall be

done with the ^nitten consent of the lessors, but at

the cost of the lessee—; that all alterations, repairs,

additions, or improvements, except counters, shelv-

ing and movable partitions placed therein by the

lessee— for the requirements of her business, shall,

unless otherwise provided by written agreement, be

the property of the lessor—, and shall remain upon

and be surrendered with the premises; that all dam-

age or injury done to the premises by the lessee—,

or by any person who may be in or upon the prem-

ises with the consent of the lessee— or damage to

any goods or effects contained in'said premises (dam-

age by the elements excepted), shaU be paid for by
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the lessee— on demand; and that the lessee— shall,

at the termination of this lease, surrender the prem-
ises to the lessors, in as good condition as reason-
able and proper use thereof will permit.

3rd. That the lessee— agrees to replace at her
expense, at any time during the existence of this

lease, or upon its termination, any and all window
or skylight glasses, or gas or electric light globes,

owned by the lessor— in said premises, that may be
broken during her occupancy of said premises; and
the said lessee— hereby acknowledges that all of

the window and skylight glasses, gas and electric

light globes now in said premises owned by the les-

sors are in good condition at the commencement
of this lease.

4th. That if the building on the albove-described

premises shall ibe destroyed by fire or other cause, or

be so damaged thereby as to be untenantable and it

cannot be rendered tenantable within 90 days from
the day of the injury, this lease shall be deemed ter-

minated by such destruction or damage of said

premises; but that in case the premises are so dam-
aged as not to require a termination of the lease as

above provided, the lessors agree— to restore the

same at their expense within 90 days from the in-

jury, and the lessee— shall not pay the rent herein

specified during the term that the premises are par-

tially unfit for occupancy; but shall upon the resto-

ration thereof pay the rent from the date of said

restoration at the same monthly rent as above pro-

vided.

5th. That all bills for water, gas and electricity
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furnished to said demised premises shall be paid by

the Lessee.

eth. That the lessors and lessee— may, by mu-

tual consent, change the amount of the rent herein

agreed to be paid, or may change the date of pay-

ment, without in any way impairing the other pro-

visions and conditions of this lease.

7th. That in case the lessors prevail— in any

suit brought against the said lessee— for violation

of any of the covenants of this lease, or for the re-

covery of possession of said demised premises, the

lessee— shall on demand pay to the lessors for the

fees of their attorney in such suit the siun of $50.00,

and the amounts herein fixed for fees shall be taxed

as a part of the costs of such suit. But in case the

lessee— recovers judgment the lessors shall pay to

the lessee— on demand in addition to the cost of suit

the sum of $50.00 as attorney's fee.

8th. That in case the said lessee— shall hold

over the said premises beyond the term herein pro-

vided, with the consent, express or implied, of the

said lessors, such holding over shall be deemed

merely a tenancy from month to month, and at the

monthly rental of $70.00, Seventy Dollars, payable

monthly in advance on the day of each month.

lOth. That the Lessee shall deposit in the hands

of the Lessors at the act of signing this lease, the sum

of Three Hundred and Two ($302.00) Dollars, cash,

to secure the compliance of all clauses, terms and

conditions contained on her part in this Lease, and

if said sum be not forfeited by the non compliance

thereof, it shall be discounted as rent for the last five
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months of the term of this lease; interest at the rate

of 4% per year to be paid to the Lessee at the expi-

ration of the Lease.

That the words "lessor
—"and "lessee—," as

used herein, include, apply to, and bind and benefit

the heirs, executors, administrators, successors, and

assigns of the lessors and lessee—

.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the lessors and

lessee— have hereunto set their hands in duplicate

the day and year first above wiitten.

BLANCHE GRINCOURT.
J.. DESBARATS.

Witness:
^^^N OROGNEN.

CHARLES BIAS.

State of California,

City and County of San Francisco,—ss.

On this 19th day of August, in the year one thou-

sand nine hmidred and thirteen, before me, Geo. F.

Cavalli, a Notary PTiblic in and for the City and

County of San Francisco, personally appeared

Blanche Grincourt, J. Besbarrats, and John Orog-

nen, known to me to be the persons whose names

are subscribed to the within instrument, and they

duly acknowledged to me that they executed the

same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set

my hand and afdxed my Official Seal, at my office in

the City and County of San Francisco, the day and

year in this certificate first above written.

[Seal] GEO. F. CAVALLI,

Notary Public, in and for the City and County of

iSan Fi-ancisco, iState of California.

iMy Commission expires June 16th, 1916.
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BONDl
In consideration of the foregoing lease or agree-

ment, and One Dollar to paid, the receipt

whereof is hereby acknowledged, do hereby

covenant, promise and agree, to and with the said

that the said shall well and truly pay all

rents and perfoim and execute all the covenants

therein contained on part, and that on fail-

.

ure to do so in any particular ^\ill forthwith

pay unto said all accrued rents which during

the continuance of this lease may be unpaid, also

all damages that may happen or occur by reason of

such failure, not exceeding the sum of Dollars,

Dated and signed on this day of ,
in the

City, County and State aforesaid.

(Seal)

(Seal)

Witness

:

ASSIGNMENT OF LEASIE.

San Francisco, ,
19—

.

For value received, hereby transfer and as-

sign all right, title and interest in the foregoing

lease to .

Witness

;

San Francisco, ,
19—

.

— hereby assume aU the obligations required of

in the foregoing lease and covenant to faith-
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fully carry out its terms and conditions in place

and stead.

Witness

:

(San Francisco, ,
19—

.

hereby agree to the aibove assignment of

lease.

Witness

:

[Endorsed] : Tenant's Copy—Owner's 'Copy No.

—. Lease from John Oros-nen and G. Desbarats to

Blanche Granicourt, Commencing 15th August, 1913,

Ending December 31st, 1915.

No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor. Dist. Calif.

TJ. S. vs. Grancourt et al. Defts. Exhibit 1. Filed

Jan. 17, 1918. W. B. Maling, Clerk.

No. 3429. United States Circuit Court of Ap-

peals for the Ninth Circuit. Filed Nov. 14, 1918.

F. D. Monckton, Clerk.
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Defendant's Exhibit 2—^Municipal License, 1917-18,

Issued to Blanche G-rancourt.

Please Bring This License Upon Application for

Renewal.

Serial Fiscal Year, 1917-1918.

No. 5220 $3.00

Quarter

1917

MUNICIPAL LICENSE
GENERAL FUND

City Hall, San Francisco, Dec. 21, 1917.

Blanche Grincourt having this day paid to the Tax

Collector the sum of

THREE DOLLARS
License is hereby granted to transact the business

of Lodgings at 531-A Jackson St., for the Quarter

ending January 31, 1917, in conformity with the pro-

visions of the Ordinance of Board of Supervisors of

the City and County of 8an Francisco, imposing said

License.

[Seal] THOMAS F. BOYLE,
Auditor.

By J. G. Heagarty,

Deputy.

EDWARD F. BRYANT,
Tax Collector.

By Broad,

Deputy.

1918.

^^=You are Required by Law to Make iSworn

Statement of Business Transacted During Last

Quarter.
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[Printed in left-hand margin:] Licenses Payable

in Advance in U. 8. Gold Coin.

[Printed in right-hand margin:] This License

Must be Posted in a Conspicuous Part of Your Place

of Business.

[Stamped across face:] Paid. 10. Dec. 21, 1917.

Edward F. Bryant, Tax Collector.

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor.

Dist. Calif. U. S. vs. Grancourt et al. Dfts. Ex.

hibit 2. Filed Jan. 17, 1918. W. B. Maling, Clerk.

No. 3249. United States Circuit Court of Ap-

peals for the Ninth Circuit. Filed Nov. 14, 1918.

F. D. Monckton, 'Clerk.

Defendant's Exhibit 3—Municipal License, 1916-

1917, Issued to Blanche Grancourt.

Please Bring This License Upon Application for

Renewal.

iSerial Fiscal Year 1916-1917.

No. 10915 $3.00

Quarter

1916.

MUNICIPAL LICENSE
GENERAL FUND

City HaU, iSan Francisco, May 15, 1917.

Blanche Grincourt ha\4ng this day paid to the Tax
Collector the sum of

three; dollars
License is hereby granted to transact the business

of Lodgings at 531-A Jackson St., for the Quarter
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ending July 31, 1917, in conformity with the pro-

visions of the Ordinance of Board of Supervisors of

the City and County of San Francisco, imposing said

License.

[Seal] THOMAS F. BOYLE,
Auditor.

By J. G. Heagarty,

Deputy.

EDWARD F. BRYANT,
Tax Collector.

By Broad,

Deputy.

1917.

^^You are Required by Law to Make Bwom
Statement of Business Transacted During Last

Quarter.

[Printed in left-hand margin:] Licenses Payable

in Advance in U. S. Gold Coin.

[Printed in right-hand margin:] This License

Must be Posted in a Conspicuous Part of Your Place

of Business.

[Stamped across face:] Paid. 10. May 16, 1917.

Edward F. Bryant, Collector.

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor.

Dist. Calif. Defts. Exhibit 3. Filed Jan. 17, 1918.

W. B. Maling, Clerk.

No. 3249. United Circuit Court of Appeals for the

Ninth Circuit. Filed Nov. 14, 1918. F. D. Monck-

ton, Clerk.



The United States of America. 103

Defendant's Exhibit 4—Municipal License 1917-

1918 Issued to Blanche Grancourt.

Please Bring This License Upon Application for

Renewal.

iSerial Fiscal Year, 1917-1918.

1917.

No. 1591 $3.00

Quarter.

MUNICIPAL LICENSE
GENERAL FUND

City Hall, San Francisco, Aug. 21, 1917.

Blanche Grincourt, having this day paid to the Tax

Collector the sum of

THREE DOLLARS
License is hereby granted to transact the business

of Lodgings at 531-A Jackson St., for the Quarter

ending Oct. 31, 1917, in conformity with the pro-

visions of the Ordinance of Board of Supervisors of

the City and County of San Francisco, imposing said

License.

[Seal] THOMAS F. BOYLE,
Auditor.

By J. G. Heagarty,

Deputy.

EDWARD F. BRYANT,
Tax Collector.

By E. G. NeweU,

Deputy.

1918

^^You are Required by Law to Make S^orn

Statement of Business Transacted During Last

Quarter.
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[Printed in left-hand margin:] Licenses Payable

in Advance in U. B. Gold Coin.

[Planted in right-hand margin:] This License

Must be Posted in a Conspicuous Part of Your Place

of Business.

[Stamped across face :] Paid. 10. Aug. 21, 1917.

Edward F. Bryant, Tax Collector.

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor.

Dist. Calif. Defts. Exhibit 4. Filed Jan. 17, 1918.

W. B. Maling, Clerk.

No. 3249. United States Circuit Court of Appeals

for the Ninth Circuit. Filed Nov. 14, 1918. F. D.

Monckton, Clerk.

Defendant's Exhibit 5—Receipt, John Orognen to

Blanche Grancourt.

No. . San Francisco, 7/1, 1917.

Received from Blanche Greencourt Sixty Dollars

for Rent of upstairs 531 Jackson St., from July 1st

to August 1st, 1917.

$60.00.

JOHN OROGNEN.
{[Printed in left-hand margin:] Rent must be paid

in advance.

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor.

Dist. Calif. Defts. Exhibit 5. Filed Jan. 17, 1918.

W. B. Maling, Clerk.

No. 3249. United States Circuit Court of Appeals

for the Ninth Circuit. FQed Nov. 14, 1918. F. D.

Monckton, Clerk.
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Defendant's Exhibit 6—Receipt, J. Desbarats to

Blanche G-rancourt.

San Francisco, Aug. 14th, 1913.

Received of Blanche Grincourt Seventy 00/100

Dollars for Rent of upstairs No. 531 Jackson Street,

for August, month ending September 1st, 1913.

$70.00.

J. DBSBARATS.
[Printed in left-hand margin:] Rent must be paid

in advance.

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor.

Dist Calif. Defts. Exhibit 6. Filed Jan. 17, 1918.

W. B. Maling, Clerk.

No. 3249. United States Circuit Court of Appeals

for the Ninth Circuit. Filed Nov. 15, 1918. F. D.

Monckton, Clerk.

Defendant's Exhibit 7—Receipt, John Orognen to

Blanche Grancourt.

No. . San Francisco, 9/1, 1917.

Received from Blanche Greencourt Sixty Dollars

for Rent of upstairs 531 Jackson, from September

1st to October 1st, 1917.

$60.00/100.

JOHN OROGNEN.
)[Printed in left-hand margin:] Rent must be paid

in advance.

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor.

Dist. Calif. Defts. Exhibit 7. Filed Jan. 17, 1918.

W. B. Maling, Clerk.
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No. 3249. United States Circuit Court of Appeals

for the Ninth Circuit. Filed Nov. 15, 1918. F. D.

Monckton, Clerk.

Defendant's Exhibit 8—Receipt, John Orognen to

Blanche G-reencourt.

No. San Francisco, Oct. 1st, 1917.

Received of Blanche Greencourt Sixty 00/100 Dol-

lars for Rent of upstairs 531 Jackson St., from Octo-

ber 1st to Nov. 1st, 1917.

$60.00.

JOHN OROGNEN.
[Printed in left-hand margin :] Rent must be paid

in advance.

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor.

Dist. Calif. Deft. Exliibit 8. Filed Jan. 17, 1918.

W. B. Maling, Clerk.

No. 3249. United States Circuit Court of Appeals

for the Ninth Circuit. Filed Nov. 14, 1918. F. D.

Monckton, Clerk.

Defendant's Exhibit 9—Receipt, John Orognen to

Blanche G-reencourt.

No. . San Francisco, Nov. 1st, 1917.

Received from Blanche Greencourt Sixty Dollars

for Rent of upstairs, from Nov. 1st to Dec. 1st, 1917.

$60.00/100.

JOHN OROGNEN.
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[Printed in left-hand margin:] Eent must be paid

in advance.

[Endorsed] : No. 6579. U. S. Dist. Court, Nor.

Dist. Calif. Deft. Exhibit 9. Filed Jan. 17, 1918.

W. B. Maling, Clerk.

No. 3249. United States Circuit Court of Appeals

for the Ninth Circuit. Filed Nov. 14, 1918. F. D.

Monckton, Clerk.




